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Art. I. Flora Londinenfis. By William Curtis, Vol. I. Folio. 

4]. 108. in Sheets, plain; or, coloured; gl. White. 

HIS accurate, ufeful, and fingular work appears occa- 

fionally in Numbers: each Number contains ux plates, 
and each plate reprefents one plant according to its natural fize 
and habit: occafionally two plants, when very fmall, as is the 
cafe with fome of the A4ufci, are engraven upon the fame plate. 
A page of letter-prefs accompanies each plate, reciting the fy- 
nonyms of authors,—a moft minute defcription, in Latin and 
Englifh, of the plant in all its parts,—and laftly, the author’s 
own obfervations on the place of growth, the time of flower~ 
ing, its ufes, &c. &c. The plates are to be had plain, or co- 
loured after nature, under the Author’s infpection, according to 
the fancy, or rather pocket *, of the amateurs.. “he volume be- 
fore us contains thirty fix numbers, and of ¢courfe exhibits two 
hundred and fixteen plants: the parts of their fructification are all 
minutely diffeéted and laid open, and when, from their {mall- 
nefs,. it was neceflary, highly magnified. 

This publication will appear, to any perfon who will take a re- 
trofpective view of what bas been done heretofore towards fur- 
nifhing found materials for fixing botanical knowledge, to have 
lingular merit. 

Solomon, we know, fpake of the whole vegetable fyftem, 
** from the cedar of Lebanon, to the hyflop which fpringeth out 
of the wall.”—But all is loft; neither is there any particular 
account extant of his excellence in this point. The Scriptures 
themfelves record plants by names, but not by any particular 
defcriptions ; fo that to this day, perhaps, the very thiftles 
which are mentioned in Genefis, are incapable of being de- 


cidedly named. See HiLLeri hierophyticon, Cexsii bierobotani- 
con, &c. &c, 





* The Numbers are 5s, each, colcured ; the uncoloured half a crown. 


Vor. LXX, B Ariftotle 
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Ariftotle may be reputed the father of natural hiftory. He 
had advantages which noother man ever enjoyed : a munificent 
King to patronife him, and three thoufand attendants to mini- 
fter to his curiofity. ‘The effet was fuch as was to be expected. 
The moft accurate and enlarged fyftem of natural hiftory, with 
refpect to the animal creation, was conftruéted, and an entrance 
gained into the boundlefs extent of nature, Still one thing 
Was wanting, to render his obfervations of general and lafting 
ule, viz. /pecific defeription. Who can pretend to afcertain one 
fiftieth part of the exact f{pecies, with which Ariftotle’s accounts 
immediately correfpond? Perhaps the mode of life among the 
ancients, /ub dio, made the knowledge of the names of things 
eafy and familiar, and rather the effect of habitual obfervation 
than of ftudy, fo that the biffory of them was all that was re- 
quired. Though Ariftotle’s hiftory of animals has, afparently, 
but little conneGtion with the fources of botanical knowledge, 
yet it muft be dwelt upon to a certain degree ; for it may fairly 
be prefumed, that Theophraftus, who fucceeded Ariftotle, fol- 
lowed his plan, and confining himfelf (probably for the fame 
reafons) to the natural hiftory, let alone all fpecific defcriptions 
of the plant, of which he was fo elaborate in marking the ufes, 
&c. Diofcorides, who lived fome centuries after, obferved ftill 
the fame method. Pliny, his contemporary, affords but little 
additional light, retailing chicfy what various authors had ob- 
ferved before. We may remark, that the powers of the mineral 
kingdom were unknown to the ancients. Hence their whole 
attention was naturally enough led to the vegetable tribes, whofe 
medicinal virtues were eagerly fought after, and through that 
eagernefs, not unfrequently magnified, 

Curiofity was exiled during the long ufurpation of ignorance 
which fucceeded, The bufy clamours of religious cavil, and 
the barbarous fhouts of bloody victories, feized upon the deluded 
fenfes of mankind, and diverted them from all other purfuits. 
At length better times prevailed, and ufeful as well as elegant 
knowledge regained their ftation. 

But what a tantalizing profpect prefented itfelf! The rich 
territories of Ariitotle and Theophraftus feemed infulated in ob- 
fcurity. ‘They iad promifed indeed a ftore of fovereign ex- 
cellencies; but_where could they be found? The work was 
to be (azainsBegun, and the thanklefs reward confifted in ob- 
ferving, as men proceeded, that they had followed others in dif- 
coveries, at which, for want of proper documents, they could 
not arrive, through the affiftance of thofe who had gone before. 
So that other Ariftotles muft arife to retrace the ceconomy of 
nature, and communicate it in more fpecific language. 

The neceflity of fpecific defcriptions foon became apparent, 
and, in a natural progrefs, recourfe was had to the limner’s aid. 

The 
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The rude but natural figures of a Brunsfelfius, the nobler de- 
fizns of a Fuchfius, foon taught a new mode of perpetuating 
botanical knowledge. The fixteenth century gave life to bo- 
tanical purfuits. Defcription and figure went on hand in hand ; 
while the curious obfervers from Brunsfelfius to Columna, and 
the laborious Bauhin *, laid that folid foundation, on which 
their fucceflurs have raifed fo improved a building. 

The more refined abilities of the 17th century watched, with 
the utmoft affiduity, nature in her genuine exertions. They de- 
fcribed with all the accuracy neceflary for their arrangements, 
they were correct in their delineations, and aimed at eftablifh- 
ing fyftems, which, by giving a comprehenfive view of the {ci- 
ence, might facilitate the inveftigation of its feveral parts; the 
want of which, they plainly faw, had very confiderably re- 
tarded their progrefs. Among others, the immortal Ray, the 
zealous Rivinus, the ingenious Tournefort, invented their fa- 
gacious methods +. 

Yet amidft all thefe renowned labours, fatisfa&tory conclufions 
could no where be found. No method was fufficiently ftriking 
to obtain univerfally ; of courfe, no defcriptions could /ufficiently 
exprefs the fubje&t. The minutia of the fcience were neglected 
—the bold outline caught the eye, while the lefler parts were 
confidered, if at all, as needlefs and uninterefting. 

To the 18th century we muft turn our eyes, if we would wifh 
for truth, and unerring certainty. ‘The great Linnzus added 
(comparatively {peaking) perfec?ion to the fcience. With won- 
derful fagacity he marked the errors of former times, The 
fexual fyitem, though not altogether unknown before, was cer- 
tainly a fabric of his raifing. Here nature is obferved to follow 
eternal laws, and to afford thofe conftant differences, which 
will, to the very end of time, be characters of conftant difcrimi- 
nation, and will ferve as one common guide, by which all fu- 
ture refearches may be directed to proceed. In a word, all 
other fyftems have nearly perifhed before it. From Linnzus, 
then, and his difciples, all future knowledge in botany mutt be 
acquired. Did not its own intrinfic merit, yet the immenfe 


additions made to é by the indefatigable Sir Jofeph Banks, and fhe don nah 
other peregrinators/* would fufiiciently warrant this aflertion. iy py ane 








* Felici fidere C. Bauhinus, Fundator Rei Herbarie ver? magnus, in 
lumen prodiit, qui annis quadraginta in Pinace fua confiribendd, con- 
Sumptis, faundamentum Botanices zecit. Amozn. Acad. vol. vi. p. 309. 

t He who would with for a more particular accoun® of the pro- 
grefs of the Botanical fcience, may confult Tournefort’s lfagoge, Lin~ 
nei Philofophia Botanica (Opus vere aureum), the Reformatio votanices 
in the 6th vol. of the Aman. Acad.—or the Bibotheca Botanica of 
Seguier, Haller, or Linnzxus, or many other authors who have fet 
forth accounts taken from fome of thefe. 
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However refpectable the group of the Linnzan difciples may 
be, Mr. Curtis may juftly claim to himfelf an honourable 
place. If accurate defcription, and faithful delineation fhall de- 
termine the palm, who may fnatch it from him? The Fura 
Anfiriaca of Jacquin fhall not lock down upon him ; nor Oeder’s 

Yora Danica, though patronized by royalty (happy Oeder !) 
prefume to call itfelf hisegual, Yet thefe are, as yet, the boait 
of the Linnean {chool. 

Jotanical illuftrations, then, attain their a/timatum, when, 
in addition to accurate obfervation of the ceconomy of a plant, 
juit defcription, and ftriking figure prefent fuch perfect images 

to the eye, and fo correétly fafhion it, that the real prefence 
of the object, fhall readily coincide with the ideas which have 
been previoufly ratfed concerning it. 

J.et the Flora Lond nenfis be judged of by this rule. 

All the grafles which have been yet figured merit the higheft 
recommendation. The families, Verbena, Solanum, Contunrs 
Euphorbia, Polygonum, Ranunculus, Agaricus, &e. &e. delerve 
particular notice, 

That the Reader may be enabled to judge of the method ia 
which this work is condu&ed, we will prefent him with Mr. 
Curtis’s defcription and antiotations upon the Vervain : 


© VERBENA OFFICINALIS. VERVAIN. 


VERBENA Lia, Gen. Pl, Dioynamia GYMNOSPERMIA. 
Kau Gea. 14. SUPFRUTICEs, ET HERBA VERTI- 
CILLAT., 
VERBENA  effcinalis, tetrandra, fpicis filiformibus, paniculatis ; 
foliis multifido-laciniatis, caule folicario. Lin. Sy/?. 
Yegetab, p. 62. 
VERBENA  foliis tripartitis rugofis, fpicis nudis gracilifimis. 
Haller. Hift, @. 1. pi G6. 
VERBENA communis ceruleo fiore. Baubin. Pin. 269. mas, 
feu recta ct vulgaris. Parkinfon 674. communis. 
Gerard 664. Raii Syn. 236. Hudfon Fl. Angl. 
p» 505. Scepeli Fl. Carziol. p. 433. 


RADIX perennis, lignofa, crafi- ROOT perennial, woody, about 
tie digiti minimi, raro the thicknefs of the little 
major, in terram profun- finger, feldom Jarger, 
de penetrans, fibrofa, lu- running deep into the 
tefcens, fapore fubamaro, earth, fibrous, of a yel- 

lowih colour, and flight- 

, ly bitter tafte. 
CAULES plerumque plures ex STALKS: in general feveral a- 
eadem radice, erecti, pe- rife from the fame root, 


dales aut bipedales, qua- 
drangulares, duo latera 
excavata, duo fubcon- 
vex2, fulcata, idgue ale 

terne, 


upright, from one to two 
feet high, four fquare, 
two fides hollowed ovr, 
two soundifh and groor 

ved 
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terne, acule’s brevibus 
armati brechiati. 


FOLLA oppofita, fefilia, venofa, 
profunde dentata, aut In- 
cifa, ad bafin anguitiora. 

FLORES in fpicas longas, fili- 
formes, erectas difpofits, 
ERACTEA oOvato-lanceo- 
lata, acuminata, calyce 
breviore fufuld, fig. Ite 

CALYX: PertanTHIUM mono- 
phyllum, angulatum, 
guinqvedentatum, @entz- 
culo guinto minino, per 
fiitens, fig. 1, 2, 3- 

COROLLA monopetala, inzqza- 
lis, purpurafcens, Tusus 
cylindraceus, incurvatus; 
Faux villofa, jg. 5-3 
Limeus quinqvendas. /2- 
cintis rotandatis, fubaz- 


gualibus, fiz. 4< 


STAMINA: Fitamenta gua- 
tuor breviliima, viz. con- 
{fpicua, ANTHER qQua- 
tuor, quarum, duz bre- 
viores reliquis, ejufdem 
forme cum Didynamuis, 
jig. 6. 


PISTILLUM: Germen tetrago- 
num, Styzus filiformis 
apice paululum incrafla- 
tus; Stigma obtufum, 


PERICARYIUM nullum, Calyx 
Continens Semina. 


SEMINA quatuor, oblonga, ob- 
tufa, interne planiufcula 
alta, externe fafca, con- 
vexa, fulcato-reticulata, 


Sig. 8, 9; 1Q. 


ved, an! that alternately, 
armed with fhort prickles, 
the branches al:ernately 
oppofite, 

LEAVES oppofite, f ffi'e, veiny, 
deeply indented orcutin, 
narrowelt at bottom. 

FLOWERS difpofed in long fili- 
form erect fpikes, fup- 
ported by an oval pointed 
Frerau-Lear  fhorter 
than the Calyx, fg. 11. 

CALYX: a Pertantuium of 
one leaf, quinquedentate, 
the fifth tooth exceedingly 
minute, continuing, fg. Is 
2, % 

COROLLA monopctalous, une- 
gual, purplifh, the Tung 
‘cvlindrical and crooked, 
the Mourns villous, fe. 
¢. the Lins divided inta 
five /oments, which are 
round and nearly equal, 
TGs 4s 

STAMINA: four Finaments 
very fhort anc fcarce con- 
{piccous, fourANTHERs, 
two of which are above 
the others of the fame 
form with thofe of the 
Clafs Didynamia in ge- 
neral, fz. 6. 

PISTILLUM: the Germen four 
{quare, the Sryve fili- 
form, growing thicker 
towards the extremity, the 
Stigma obtafe, fig. 7. 

PERICARPIUM wanting, the 
Calyx containing the 
Seeds. 

SEEDS four, oblong, obtufe, on 
the infide flattith and, 
white, on the ouatfide 
brown, convex, grocved 
and reticulated, fig. 8, 9, 
10. 


* The Vervain may be confidered as a kind of domeflic plan‘, not 
confined to any particular foil, but growing by the road fides, pretty 
univerfally at the entrance into towns and villages. 


‘ik 
tember, 
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‘ There is only one Species of this Genus which grows wild in this 
country, but in different parts of the world the fpecies are numerous, 
and what is remarkable, {ome have four and others but two Stamina ; 
hence Linn-tus ranks them among his Diandrous plants, making a 
divifion of them into fuch as have fores Diandri and flores Tetrandri. 
As our fpecies hath four ftamina, two of which are above the other 
two, as the Style proceeds from the center of the four united Ger- 
mina, and as four naked feeds follow, which are contained within the 
Calyx, we have placed it with Scopot1: among the Drdynamia Gymno- 
Joermia plants, a Clafs to which the botanic Student, who had been 
inflruéted in the Linnzan principles of Botany, would readily have 
been induced to refer it. 

* The feed of this plant has fomething remarkably curious in its 
appearance, on the infide it is of a fnowy white, externally brown, 
and beautifully reticulated. 

¢ The Plant which the Romans called Verbena, appears to have 
been ufed on particular occafions at a very early period, as a token 
of mutual confidence betwixt them and their enemies. It was alfo 
conftantly applied to the purpofes of Superflition and Enchantment, 
in making wreaths and brooms for their Altars, and chaplets for their 
Priefls. It is probable from Pliny’s account, that the plant which we 
now deicribe was the fame with that of the Ancients, but in a larger 
fenfe, they called the Laurel and Myrtle, or whatever was bound 
round the Altar, Verbena. The dry harth nature of this herb, agrees 
but ill with the Pinguis Verbena of Virgil; perhaps it acquired that 
title from being anointed with the fat of the facrifice. 

‘ In later times Vervain hes been accounted a fovereign remedy 
in a multitude of diforders; ScHRODER recommends it in upwards 
of thirty different complaints, on which Mr. Ray judiciovfly obferves 
** Mirum tot viribus pollere plantam nulla infigni qualitate Jenfibili dota- 
tam!” flrange that a plant which inherits no remarkably fenfible 
quality fhould poffefs fo many virtues! 

‘ Mr. Morley, alate writer on the Vervain, confiders it as ex- 
tremely ufefvl in the cure of the Scrophula, or King’s evil, and in his 
Effay on the nature and cure of fchrophulous difeates, has given us a 
figure of the plant, with particular direftions for its ufe, which con- 
fifts in hanging the root (which is to be of a larger or fmaller fize 
according to the age of his patients) tied with a yard of whéve fattin 
ribband round the neck, there to be worn till they recover. 

‘ Thofe who know any thing of the effeéts of Medicines on the hu- 
man body, will not eafily be perfuaded that fach a kind of applica. 
tion can produce any very wonderful effeét in this cafe, even making 
the greateft allowance for the powers of the imagination; and Mr. 
Morley, as if fenfible of the inefficacy cf his Vervain Amulet, calls to 
his afhitance a number of powerful medicines, among others we find 
Mercury, Antimony, Hemlock, Jalap, &c.; and by a repeated and 
oftimes along continued application of Baths, Cataplafms, Cint- 
ments, ! oultices, Plafters, &c. and the exhibition of genile purges 
and alterative medicines, fome have been relieved and others cured ; 
but can any one hence infer, with any degree of reafon, that the Ver- 
vain Root had any fhare in the core? certainly no; out of ali Mr. 
Morley’s cafes there is not one which proves it, and the virtues 
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of this plant ftill remain to be afcertained by rational experi- 
tS. 

rs It fhould be obferved, that the Scrophula is a difeafe which, at 

certain periods of life, and at certain feafons of the year, is liable to 

be much worfe than at others, and frequently exceeding bad cafes of 

this kind have been cured by the moft fimple applications. 

« Many people have no doubt applied to Mr. Morley, from a fup- 

ofition that his motives were perfectly difinteretted ; and it mutt be 
confeffed, that there are Empirics much more mercenary and infinitely 
more dangerous; yet it does not appear but Mr, Morley acts nearly 
on the fame principle with other Pra€titioners in Pnyfic, with this 
difference indeed, that they receive their fees in fpecie, he takes his 
in kind, 

‘ That we may not be thought to act difingenuoufly by Mr. Mor- 
ley, we thall quote his own words—‘* Many many Guineas have 
been offered me, but I never take any money. Sometimes, in- 
deed, genteel People have fent me fmall acknowledgments of Tea, 
Wine, Venifon, &c. Generous ones, fmall pieces of Place, or other 
little Prefents. Even neighbouring Farmers a Goofe or l‘urkey, &c. 
by way of Thanks.” 

The Reader will be pleafed to fee his remarks upon that de- 


leterious plant, the Solanum nigrum, Garden Nightfhade : 

‘in the year 1757, Mr. Gataxer, Surgeon to the Weftminfter 
Hofpital, publifhed a treatife on the internal ufe of Solaxum, or Night- 
foade; frcm an apprehenfion that he had difcovered a medicine 
which, under certain regulations, might with perfec fafety be given ; 
and, ashe imagined, with great benefit to mankind in many difeafes, 
where the medical practitioner could do little more than fympathize 
with his diftreffed patients. 

‘ He was induced to make fome experiments with the Night/baaes, 
from reading an account of a cancerous cafe cured by the infution of 
deadly Nighthhade ; but not being able at that particular feafon of 
the year, to procure the deadly Nightthade, he was obliged to make 
ufe of the dried leaves of the Solanum nigrum, or Gard:n Night/bade, 
here figured, which he found to be very powerful in its operation ; 
even fo {mall a quantity as one grain weight of the leaf, infufed in 
about an ounce of boiling water, would fometimes produce a very 
confiderable effect: but two or three grains feldom failed either to 
vomit, purge, or fweat the patient moderately, or to increafe the 
quantity of urine. It fometimes occafioned a head-ach, giddinefs, 
dimnefs, and drowfinefs ; but its moit common effeéts were a heat or 
warmth diffafed over the whole body a few hours after taking the me- 
dicine, a plentiful fweat facceeding this heat, and a gentle purging 
the next day: if a fweat did not break out, an extraordinary dif- 
charge of urine was the confequence, which was fometimes followed 
likewife by a purging: one or more of the natural evacuations were 
almoft always increafed. After premifing this general account of the 
action of the medicine, he proceeds to enumerate feveral cafes in 
which this medicine appeared to him to be efficacious: the principal 
of thefe were, two cafes of a cancerous nature ;-—a large ill-condi- 
tioned fore of long ftanding in the leg, attended with fever and in- 
flammation—a violent bruife on the loins and hips ;—a {welling, and 
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feveral painful fores on one leg ;-—-feveral {crophulous fores in the 
thiph and foot ;—the body covered with fcorbutic eruptions ;—a ma- 
lignant corroding ulcer in the back part of the throat ;—two cafes of 
Dropfy ;—in feveral cancerous cafes where it was made ufe of, very 
little advantage was reaped. In molt of the above cafes, the garden 
Night/bade was made ufe of, between which and the deadly he found, 
as (0 theirefles, very little ditrerence: he found the medicine to act 
differently on different conititutions ; and it was his practice to begia 
with haifa grain of the dried leaf in infufion, increating the dofe ac- 
cording to its effects, and reveating it every fecond or third night. 

* He remarks, that the Solanum nigrum was formerly in ule for 
many difeafes ; yet there were fome who decried the ufe of it inter- 
nally: and WEPFER gives an account of three Children poifoned by 
it: neverthelefs fome authors mention it as ufed in food. But furely 
if an infusion of a few grains of this plant be capable of producing 
fuch violent effeéts on the human body, thofe authors muft have been 
miftaken. 

* About the fame time, fome experimen‘s were alfo made by Mr. 
BromFieLp, Surgeon to St. George’s and the Lock Hofpitals; and 
as the one author feems to have written prejudiced in favour of the 
Medicine, fo the other feems to have had his prejudices againft it ; 
for we find the experiments of the latter differing widely from thofe 
of the former, According to Mr. Bromrittp, the fymptems were 
not only not relieved, but new ones were often brought on, and the 
patient's health rather injured than benefited. In the feveral cafes of 
inflammation, ulcers, &c. where this medicine had been given, it 
often occafioned pains in the fores, naufea, complaints of the head, 
temporary lofs of fight, delirium, violent vomitings, gripings and 
purgings, and even death iifelf to one perfon under his own infpec- 
tion; though the dofe of the garden Nightihade did not exceed one 
grain at a time. ? 

‘ After giving this account, we fhal] leave it to our Readers to de- 
termine with what propriety itis difregarded in the prefent practice ; 
and would juft remark, that from the apparently inconteftible proofs 
of its deleterious qualities, perfons cannot be too nice in felecting 
their Pot-herbs, particularly thofe who make a fractice of gathering 
from Dunghills and Gardens, a {pecies of Orach, by fome called Fat- 
ben, by others Lambs. quarters, &c. as there is fome diftant fimilitude 
betwixt the two plants, and their places of growth are the fame.’ 

Mr. Curtis is himfelf a medical gentleman, and therefore 
thefe remarks have additional weight with us, from that circum 
itance. 

Speaking of Grafles, he gives the refult of culture, as well as 
his own ideas upon repeated obfervation. And here we would 
ftrongly recommend to the country gentleman, whofe health 
would by no means fuffer from the activity neceflary for making 
a few ufeful experiments of this kind, to perufe attentively what 
Mr. C. has faid upon thefe plants. With a farmer, every grafs 
2s a grafs: if the crop fails, the blame is laid upon the land, and 
the landlord fuffers, by being cbliged to let it at a low rent. But 
God. made nothing in vain. Every kind of foil is adapted to 
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the produdiion of fome particular fpecies of plants, There is 
no doubt if this hint was attended to, but that complaints of 
bad land and low rent would not be fo general, particularly in 
patture farms, where noxious grafles fhould be eradicated, as 
weeds are out of arable land, and thofe grafles or plants culti- 
vated, which would thrive in that particular foil. see Antho- 
xanthum odoratum, Poa pratenjis et trivialis, Fefluca fiuttans, Epi- 
lobium hirfutum, &c. &c. We could with for this purpofe, that 
the Grafles could be publifhed fepzarately, for the more conve- 
nient purchafe of the farmer. A few other plants might be in- 
troduced into the catalogue, as being conducive to the fame 
purpofe, particularly feveral of the Diadel phia clafs. 

Mr. Curtis’s friend, T. White, Efq; ftruck upon a very 
{imple but ingenious way of determining the value of different 
paftures, and down-lands.— His method was, to cut up a piece 


‘ of turf, and plant it in his garden: the flowering of the feveral 


turfs, enabled him to prove which down or pafture produced the 
more ufeful or noxious herbage. See Poa trivialis. 

Mr. C. does not confine himfelf to botany, but he leads his 
friends into fome little acquaintance with the ftudy of the fifter 
fcience, Entcmology; marking, as he fpeaks of each plant, the 
infects which are ufually found to feed upon it. The ceconomy 
of the infe&t is on fome occafions prettily characterized, as is 
particularly mentioned in the remarks upon the Phallus impudi- 
cus, where Mr. C. afferts, from his own obfervation, that flies 
do not perifh by fettling upon it, as Gleditfch kad carclefly af- 
firmed ; but that they come to devour the jelly-like fubftance, 
which is contained in the cells of the Prleus. Mr. Curtis might 
have added, that Merret had remarked this fingularity before. 
Func maturum devorat mufca carnivora, MERR., pin. 43. 

Where any opening affords an opportunity, the work has its 
fhare of elegance, and claffical treatment of the fubject: fee 
Viola tricolor,—odorata—Bellis perennis, &c. We cannot refrain 
from prefenting our Readers with an extra&t from his obferva- 
tions upon the Vicla edorata: 

* The Viola oderata delights to grow under warm hedges, particu- 
larly near woods ; if the {pring be favourable, it is generally in full 
bloom in the month of March, and towards the latter end of Summer 
ripens its feeds. 

* A variety of this plant frequently occurs with a white flower, not 
inferior in its agreeable fcent to the blue one; and fometimes this 
plant is found double, in which ftate it is often introduced into gar- 
dens, and being furnifhed with abundance of creeping fhoots, it is by 
means of thefe propagated with the utmott facility. 

* This fpecies of violet bears a confiderable refemb!ance to the 
Ficla birta; the mode of diftinguifhing them we fhall point out when 
we defcribe the latter. | 

° A fyrup 
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« A fyrup made from the flowers is utually kept in the thop, and 
frequently given to children where a gentle laxative is required 5 it 1s 
likewife in ufe as a teft to try acid and alkaline fubftances. _ 

‘ The feeds are faid by authors to poflefs a diuretic quality, and 
hence the powder of them bas been recommended in the flone and 
gravel. ; 

‘ The great Bacon, who frequently defcended from his fublimer 
ftudies, and amufed him(e!f with enquiries into the qualities and pro- 
perties of plants, bas Jeft us a curious method of preferving the {cent 
of this flower : 

‘© Take violets and infufe a good pugil in a quart of vinegar, Ict 
them ftand three quarters of an hour, and take them forth, and re- 
freth the iufafion with alike quantity o° violets feven times, and it will 
make a vinegar fo freih of the flower, as if a twelve month after it 
be brought you in a faucer, you fhall {mell it before ir come at you. 
Note, It fmelieth more periecily of the flower a good while after than 
at the firft.” 

‘ The illuftrious prefcriber has given no direfions concerning the 
ofe of this preparation; but it appears to us to be one of the molt 
grateful prefervatives apzinit infection, efpecially if the flrong dil- 
tilled vinegar, which has been drawn over in a glafs, be made 
ufe of. 

‘ The Violet has been much complimented by the ancient poets, 
and our SHAKESPEARE gives it a confpicuous place in his catalogue of 
flowers: 

Violets dim, 
But fweeter than the lids of Juno’s eyes, 
Or CyTHEREA's breath. 

* The Commentators have not been fuccefsful in informing us how 
the /ids of Juno's eyes bear any refemblance to ‘* Violets dim,” not re- 
collecting that sPacPagoc (having violet eye bids) was acomplimentary 
title with the Greek poets. This epithet alludes to a well-known 
cuftom which itill prevails in Greece, of colouring the eye-lids blue ®. 
** A Grecian girl is painted biue round the eyes; and the infides of 
the fockets, with the edges on which the lathes grow, are tinged 
with black: for colouring the lafhes and focket of the eye, they throw 
incenfe or gum of Labdanum on fome coals of fire, intercept the 
imoke which afcends with a plate, and colle&t the foot: this I faw 
applied, a girl fitting crofs-legged as ufual on a fopha, and clofing 
ene of her eyes, took the two lathes between the forefinger and thumb 





* A Greek poet, fuppofed to be a Chriftian, from the feveri:y of 
his manners and purity of his inftrudtions, forbids this cuftom of 
painting the eye-lids, in the rules of conduct which he addreffes to 
young women: 

Myo: peraie Toocw vio CrsQecgeroy OW WTS. 
NauMACHIUS. 
It is probable that the Greeks borrowed this fafhion from their Afia- 
tic neighbours; JezEneL, a native of Zidon, put her eyes in painting, 
as the tranflatars tell us in the margin of our Bible; the Prophets allo 
allude to and cenfure this cuflom: fee Feremiah, iv. 30, Exckiel, 
XXille 40. 
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of her left hand, pulling them forward, and then thrufting in at the 
external corner a bodkin which had been immerfed in the foor, and 
extracling it again, the particles, before adhering to it, remained 
within, and were perfeétly ranged round the organ, ferving as a foil 
to its luftre, befides contributing as they fay to its health, and in- 
creafing its apparent magnitude, CHANDLER’s Travels into Greece.” 
‘ Although the poet of Nature has been rather obfcure on this fub- 
jel, where he copies the ancients, he makes ample amends when he 
gives us the genuine effufions of his own imagination : with what 
precifion and delicacy does he defcribe the foft enchantment of plain- 
tive mufic, as refembling the fweetnefs of this flower, illuftrating in 
a beautiful fimile the object of one fenfe by that of another: 
That firain;—it had a dying fall; 
Ob! it came oer my ear, like the fweet South, 
That breathes upon A BANK OF VICLETS, 
Stealing and giving odour J” 
But we are very much pleafed with the liberal notions upon 
which Mr. C. conduéts his work. ‘Treating of the Eupherbia 


peplus, and the difficulty of inveftigating this genus, he fays, 


‘ I would not be thought, on account of this d:fliculty, to inveigh 
againil Linn mus’s Syftem, being fenfible that difficulties occur, and 
muit occur, in all botanic arrangements, and inftead of felecting 
faults infeparable from every mode of clailification (which feems to 
have been a favourite amufement of fome Authors, and forms indeed 
the greateli part of their writings), I would ufe every endeavour ta 
make it more perfect. 

‘ Iris too sauch the fafhion now, as well as formerly, for every 
Botanift, as foon as he thinks he has fome pretenfions to eminence, to 
fet about the arduous tafk of framing a new Syftem; he may by this 
means give the Public fome idea of his felf-confequence, and be in- 
rolled in the Catalogue of Syftem-makers, but not one jot will he ad- 
vance the {cience of Botany. It is to be regretted that Botanifts will 
not be contented with a Syflem, a proof of whofe fuperiority is the al- 
moit general reception it has met wich throughout Europe, and unite 
in their endeavours to render that Syftem more complete, by giving 
us an accurate account of the hiftory of thofe plants not already given, 
their virtues and ufes; this appears to me to be the true method of 
acvancing this delightful Science, and making it ufeful ro Mankind. 

‘ When one Syitem of Botany is generally followed, as is nearly the 
cafe at prefent, Botaniits in different kingdoms perfeétly underitand 
each others language, but when each adopts a feparate one (which is 
frequently dictated by Pride or Caprice), all becomes Babel; and 
every one who wifhes to acquire a knowledge of the plants treated of, 
mait, at confiderable expence both of time and labour, acquire firft 
the Author’s new-created Syflem-language, a tax which it is hoped 
every true Botanift will unite to oppoile. 

“hefe fentiments do honour to Mr. Curtis, and are a full 
fecurity, that fantaftical notions will not be obtruded upon his 
purchaiers, or indeed any remarks which are not founded in 
actual obfervation, He is one of thofe laudable writers, who is 


aboye 








. _ vr") ,* 2 Po 
12 Curtis’s Flora Lendinenjis. 


above profiituting his talents to gratify the itching pafions o€ 
thefe noveity-loving times. 

The faults in this work are too trifling to dwell upon. The 
Chenopodiam viride is mii-named ; it flould be ferotinum. The 
Saxifreca eranulata is faid to be rarely met with; whereas it is 
no uncommon plant, efpecially in the higher parts of Batterfea 
meadows. His plates of the Lpilcbiumn anguflifolium, Gerantum 
enolle, and one or two more, may not perhaps exprefs the plant 
with all the exaétnefs and delicacy which is to be found in na- 
ture. But thefe are obje&s which envy alone would particularly 
notice. 

The plante rariores (the Reader wilt remember that we are 
{peaking of the environs of London), contained in this volume, 
are, Dipfacus pilofus, Centunculus minimus, Vinca minor, Sambucus 
Ebulus, Fretillaria Meleagris, Polygonum minus, Chryfafplenium 
oppofitifolium, Sedum dafyphyllum, Adonis autumnaiis, Ranunenlus 
birfutus, Antirrhinum fpurium—Elatine, Geranium Pyrenaium, 
Trifalium ornithopadioide:, Cardamize amara, Rypericum Andrefe- 
mum, Hypocharis glabra, Viola palujiris, Ophrys apifera, Typha 
anguftifolia, &c. &c. 

This volume likewife afcertains feveral fpecies, which have 
been cither not known, or have been confounded by other au- 
thors. Such as the Bromus birfutus, which is found to be a 
non defcript, in contradi@tion to Mr. Hudfon, who had im- 
properly called it the B. ramofus ot Linnzus. A moft happy 
diftinfion between the Poa pratenfis and trivialis is taken from 
the interfoliaceous membrane of the latter—a mark hitherto un- 
obferved ! /nagallis tenella, formerly Lyfmachia tenella, deter- 
mined, contrary to Mr, Hudfons’s 2d edition, by its hairy filas 
ments, and capfula circumferffa, to be an Anagallis.  Epilobium 
birfutuma of Linnzus proved againft Mr. Hudfon, who had called 
it, £. ramofum. Epilcbiur villofum, proved to be a new fpecies. 


* 


Pelyconum minus, proved, againit Mr. Hudfon’s 2d edit. to be 
a diftinct ipecies, Ranunculus hirfutus, proved to be a new 
Species. Carex pendula, proved, agreeably to Mr. Hudfon, to 
be a cittinct fpecies. “The genus Poljtrichum afcertained by a 
new character, Calsptra duplex *, ‘This very material difcovery 

is 





* The eltablithing of the Calyptra duplex as the generic character of 
the Pelytrichum, is ccrtainly to be attributed to Mr. Curtis. He tells 
us, in his obfervations upon the Polytrichum /ubrotundum, that he 
obferved this fingularity in the year 1776. Upon our perufing Hed- 
wig's 2d Part of his Hiforia Mufcorum, pubdlithed 1782, we find this 
remark, p. 83. ** Polytsichum commune inter omnes muf{cos maximam 
profert capfulam, vera autem ejus calyptra de qua Cl. Schreberus, 
primus mentionem fecit, perquam minuta reftat intra copiofffiimi 
villi segmen candem recondens.” Schreber’s Obfirvationes de Phafeo, 
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iy one inftance among many of the clofene!s of Mr, Curtis’s cb- 
fervation. The Bryum-barnum, hkewile, ts duplayed fo accu 
rately, as to bear an entire affinity with the highly magnifed 
diflections of Hedwig. He, indeed, has carried his refearches 
farther. For nineteen years, he cultivated (ftartle not Reader !} 
the minute tribe of mofles, and, totus in iis, has made a va- 
riety of obfervations, which exhibit an aftonifhing minute- 
nets, far beyond what any of his predeceilors can boaft, Ic 
is no {mall part of Mr. C.’s praife, that his diflections of this 
plant lay open moft of the parts of the Hedwigian Syitem, and 
certainly apprize us of the pofiibility of the Hedwigian difcove- 
ries, He who would with to gain a telcrable notion of mofles, 
would do well to ftudy Mr. C.’s plates, where ail their feveral 
parts are moft minutely diflected, and magnified fo as to be fa- 
miliar to eafy vifion, 

Laftly, the Fungi, that variable tribe, promiie to be repre- 
fented anew, and. on better principles. Without any affected 
difparagement of Scheefter’s ftupendous work, it is well known, 
that it is far from being complete with refpect to all our Englifh 
fpecies, or indeed all the varieties of thofe which he has fo nobly 
figured, and this, notwithftanding his plates are fo often multi- 
plied, very neediefsly, and to the great enhancing of the ex- 
pence of the purchafe. Batarra’s Fungi, {rom not being coloured, 





publifhed at Leipiic, 1770, is the work to which Hedwig refers. We 
have perufed this little treatife very carefully, and can find no fuch 
obfervation fiated, unlefs the following gexerad terms, p. 4. be meant, 
where {peaking of mofles in genera/, and their various peculiaritiess 
he fays, ‘* Calypira ut plurimum nuda, in quibufdam wilia denfa externe 
wvefitur.” But he does not name any particular fpecies with whica 
this remark correfponds: though dceub:lefs he muft ha:e intended 
fome of the genus Polytrichum 7. Be this as it may, it does not at alk 
interfere with Mr. C.’s claim, who from his own obfervation ftruck 
ou: th!s genuine charafter of the Poltrichum, and found it to be the 
true Criterion of the legitimate offspring of this family. In ccnfe- 
uence of this determination, the Po ptrichum ffria‘um of Mr. Hud- 
fon’s 2d edition of the Flora Anglica, will be reftored to its proper 
tribe and name (which Linnaus had before aligned it’, Bryum /ria- 
tum. For want of this leading difcri:nination, this onfortunate exile 
has been oftentimes forced to fubmit to various fates, according ta 
the caprice of each Botanical Di@ator. But at length, | 
Felix! fortuna peracta 
Jam fua 








——parta quies, 


t We thouid apprehend, that Hedwig cuoted Schreber from memory. Schreber 
has a reference in a Note, Ps 4+ to Meele’s Anatome Polytrichi, publithed in A@is Sore 
Sc. Harlemenfis, Tom, ro, Part 2d. p. 174. tab. ad pag. 188. Hedwig, perhaps, im- 
prefled with vague ideas, arifing from Schreber’s general afiertion, and his reference to 
Meete’s figure, attributed the difcovery of the inner Ca/ystra ia the Polytrichum com= 
mune to Schrebermewho has not once named that plant. — 
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cannot be of the firf ufe. We muft depend upon his defcrip- 
tions chiefly ; but thefe fpeak of them only in their proper {tate, 
not making us acquainted with the lufufes, &c. but Hrc labor, hoe 
opus eff. In the few which Mr. C. has depiéted, his oblerva- 
tions are given upon fuch folid grounds, that it is much to be 
wifhed that he would frequently indulge us with plates of this 
unknown tribe: See Agaricus glutinofus. His aim is to find that 
true fpecific charaéter which is conttant; for in al] productions 
ahere is a certain charafer (but here it is that the generality of 
puny botanical authors fail, following each other with theie 
eyes as it were fhut, and multiplying errors upon errors) 
which holds invariably, and is the only criterion by which to 
judge of {pecics, whether they are really diftincl, or are varieties 
enly. The mer.t of the botanift lies in the difcovery of this 
true character, not being blinded or ovcrawed oy the authority 
of great names, (for what errors have they not ali fellen into!) 
but obferving anew that exact limit which Providence feems to 
have afligned. 

Such 1s the work, the fplendid work, which Mr. Curtis has 
fo happily begun! Its merit is too contpicuous to need our cu- 
Jogium. All the data, from which he draws his conclufions, are 
deicribed, and fet forth fo plainly, that every one can judge, 
whether they are fairly drawn. Pofterity alfo will be able ‘o 
raife improvemen!s upon them, or know how to overfet the 
axioms which he has ventured to eftablifh. He certainly has 
exhibited a pattern of ftudy, and fo facilitated our infight into 
the minutie of every part, that if the work fhall, through any ac 
cident to the Author’s life, (which Heaven forefend !) or abi- 
lities to purfue it, be put an end to, that which has. already 
been given to the Public will ever be fuch a treafure of truth, 
accuracy, and information, that the botanical ftudent will be 
fully taught how to direct his labours, and by arguing from 
analogy, how to conduct them with fuccefs. 

Coniidering the national fame which has arifen to other 
countries from works of this fort (viz. by Jacquin at Vienna, 
mv Flora Danica, and the work now executing in Ruffia 
ulfder the renowned Pallas), we do not helitate to pronounce this, 
likewife, a ational honour. Many very refpectable names of 
gentlemen well verfed in literature, and in the Botanic fcience 
particularly, appear to have communicated their obfervations, 
and enriched the work ; Sir Jofeph Banks, Dr. Solander, (whofe 
lofs is ever to be lamented!) Mr. Cullum, Mr, Ligh:foot, the 
Rev. Dr. Goodenough, Mr. Dixon, Mr. Davics, Mr. White, 
Mr. Alchorne, Mr, Ruggles, &c. &c. 

It is much to be lamented, that the work comes out fo flows 
ly. Itis true, Mr. Curtis has apprized us, that he will not fa- 
crifice accuracy to hurry; but furely there is a medium! The 
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tardinefs of the publication cannot be owing to want of encou- 
ragement, for few works can boaft of a more numerous or more 
re{pectable patronage. It cannot be owing to any want of dili- 
gence, for no work ever bore the face of greater induftry. 
“ Good Sir! take this hint from us, as your well-wifhers. 
At prefent, Botany is a fafhionable and elegant amufement— 
but fathions are like our fires, which are kept alive by frequent 


fupplies of fuel.” re a.:.¥h 12 
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N locking over the three quarto volumes of Notes and Va- 
rious Readings, together with the School of Shake/peare, pre- 
pared and compiled by Mr, Capell, we confefs and admire his 
difcernment and induftry; yet, on referring occafionally to the 
Jatt edition of Shakefpeare, we cannot but acknowledge, that 
Mr. Steevens and his coadjutors have kept pace with Mr, Ca- 
pell in the courfe of enquiry, and run berore him to the goal of 
publication. They have fuperfeded the novelties, or, as we 
fhould rather exprefs it, the antiquities of his compilation; and 
have ranfacked the library of Shakefpeare, as freely as the bar- 
ber and curate did that of Don Quixote. We have already been 
told that our incomparable poet read the lives of Plutarch in 
Thomas North’s tranflation ; that Hall and Holingthed were 
his Livy and Tacitus ; and that the Comedy of Errors was de- 
rived from Warner’s Menochini, and Gafcoigne’s Suppofis. Still, 
however, the gleanings in {uch a field are not contemptible. Mr. 
Steevens, for inftance, informed us, generally, in his commenti 
on The Tempeff, that our bard had peruled the Voyages of Hak- 
Juyt: but Mr. Capel! moft pleafingly obferves, in his Notes on 
that play, that © the idea of Aritl’s character, his performances 
at leaft, was catched from Hakluyt.’ This obfervation he fo 
evidently confirms in £ the School,’ that the Reader will not be 
difpleafed to fee the poet and voyage-writer confronted ; 
* Ariel. | boarded the King’s fhip: now on the beak, 
Now in the wafte, the deck, 10 every cabin, 
] flam’d amazement. Sometimes, Id divide, 
And barn in many places ; on the topmatt, 
The yards, and bolt-{prit, would I fame diflinly, 
Then meet and join. Jove’s lightnings, the precurfors 
O’ the dreadful thunder-clap, more momentary 
And fight out-ranning were not; the fire and cracks 
Of fulphurous roaring, the moft mighty Neptune 
Seem’d to befiege, and make his bold waves tremble, 
Yea, his dread trident fhake.’ 
‘Fhus fays the poet. Now for plain profe: 
‘ Idoremember that in the great and boyferous forme of this 
foule weather, in the night, there came upon the toppe of our maine 
yarde, 
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yarde, and maine mafte, acertaine Jittle light, much like unto the 
Jight of a little candle, which the Spaniards called the Cuerpo Santo, 
and {aid it was S. Elmo, whom they take to bee the advocate of 
failers. * * * This light continued aboard our fhip about three hours, 
flying from mafte to mafte, and from top to ton: and fometime it 
would be in two or three places at once.” Vol. tl. p. 45%. 

In another inftance, Mr. Capel] has not, we think, been 
quite fo happy. It relates to the wonderful fcene of the death 


of Cardinal Beauforg. 

* Holing/bed’s account of the death of Cardinal Beaufort is taken 
from this chronicler, verbatim: but he has admitted 2 part of it that 
is of more confequence than what he hes given; as being probably 
the foundation of that awful and juftly admired fcene in ** 2. H. VI.” 
page 69; which part is in thefe words:——‘* to forget God, his 
Prynce, and hymfelfe, in his latter daies. For Do@or Jhon Baker, 
his pryvie counfailer and bys chapellayn, wrote, that he, lyeng on his 
death-bed, faid thefe wordes: Why fhould I dye, having fo much 
ryches; if the whole realme woulde fave my lyfe, I am able, either 
by pollicie to get it, or by ryches to bye it. Fye, wyll not death be 
hyered, nor will money do nothyng? when my nephew of Bedford 
died, I thought myfelfe halfe up the whele; but when I faw myne 
other nephew of Gloucefter difceafed, then I thought myfelf abie ro 
be equale with Kinges, and fo thought to encreafe my treafure in 
hoope to have worne a tryple croune. But I fe nowe the worlde 
tay!eth me, and fo I am deceyved.” 

We mutt refer the Reader to the fcene itfelf, in the 2d part 
of Henry VI. Hall’s narration is by no means equal, and 
icarce fimilar, to the fcene of Shakefpeare, Granting it gave 
the hint, it only ferves to fhew, how {mall a fpark was fufficient 
to kindle the flame of his genius. 

We think that Mr. Capell difplayed much critical fagacity in 
his remarks on The lamentable Tragedy of Titus Andronicus, when 
he examined it in his Introduction of 1768. In his Notes and 
School he has fupported his opinion. 

* Notes on Titus Andronicus, If the poet had no other help ia 
forming this tragedy but the ballad that has been mentioned, he has 
been happy enough in fuiting its other perfonages with names that 
match the ballad’s two names—Andronicus and Lavinia; being, for 
the molt part, as they are, a medley of Greek and Roman, and of 
different ages: but ’tis likely, he had alfo the affiftance of that which 
was the ballad’s ground-work,—fome barbarous hiftory, the produce 
of Monkith ignorance, and an abfolute forgery. However that be, 
he has fhewn his own better reading in fome of his play’s dreflings; 
in which are claffic quctations, and claffical images, but of a low 
form, and that fmell of the ferula: and fuch, no doubt, was his 
learning ; which he carry’d thro’ life, adding to it a knowledge of 
the Italian and I‘rench languages, proportion’d ta this of Latin, and 
the reafons we have it in greater quantity, in this play, and in the 
reft that are touch’d upon in fome pages of the ‘* JntroduGion, begin- 
ning at 34, are—firfl, that the times requir’d it, as thofe other plays 
teftify that were his models for this; and next, that he was in better 
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capacity to feed this ftrange humour, his fchool learniog banging 
abour him frefh. Nor is he only an imitator in this bafinefs of in- 
terlarding thefe his firft plays with fcraps of Latin; but their numbers 
too, and chofe of this play efpecially, are the numbers of that time's 
play-wrights ; too conftrain’d and too regular, and wanting that rich 
variety which his ripen’d judgment, and experience of what was pro- 
per for dialogue and the eafe of delivery, taught him to introduce by 
deprees into plays that came after them.” 

Of Shakefpeare’s MZodels, the admiration of the fpeCtators of 
that age, Mr. Capell has, in ** the School,” exhibited fome curious 
{fpecimens. One of thefe prototypes of Titus Andronicus was 
the tragedy of Seramus, Emperor of the Turks, Capell has 
printed a long fcene, of which the Reader will judge from the 


following fhort extrac : 
‘ doa. Ah let me never jive to fee that day. 
Acomat. Yes, thou fhalt live, bot never fee that day, 
Wanting the tapers that fhould give thee light: 
| Puls out bis ever. 
Aga. Ab cruel) tyrant and unmercifull, 
More bloody, Se. 
Yet are my hands left on to murther thee. 
Acomat. "Twas wel remembred: Regan, cut them off, 
[They cut of his hands, and give them Acomat. 
Here take thy hands: I know thou lov’ft them wel. 
[Opens his bofome, and puts them in, 
Which hand is this? right? or left? can’ft thou tell? 
Aga. 1 know not which it is, but ’tis my hand. 
But oh! thou Supreme Architect of all, 
Fir mover of thofe tenfold chriftal! orbes, 
Where all thofe moving, and unmoving eyes 
Behold thy goodneffe everlaftingly : 
See, unto thee J lift thefe bloodie armes, , 
For hands I have not for to lift to thee, 
And in thy iuftice dart thy ‘ fmouldring” flame 
Upon the head of curfed Aconat. 
Oh crue}] heavens, and iniurious fares ! 
Even the laft refuge of a wretched man 
Is took from me: for how can Aga weepe? 
Or raine a brintth thow’r of pearled teares, 
Wanting the watery cefternes of his eyes ? 
Come, lead me backe againe to Baiazst, 
The wofalleft, and fadd’ft embaffadour 
That ever was difpatch'd to any King. 
Acomat, Why {o, this muficke pleafes Acomat. 
ga. Tis true, ’tis true, witneffe thefe handlefle armes, 
Witneffe thefe emptie lodges of my eyes, 
_ Witneffe the Gods, &.’ 
This tragedy concludes with the following couplet : 
« If this firft part, Gentles, do like you well, 
The fetond part hall greater murtbers tell.’ . 
Rey. Jan. 1984. C Another 
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Another of thefe dramzs, and perhaps the moft eminently po- 
pular, was Jeronimo, or the Spanifh Tragedy, the conftant butt of 
our Author, Jonfon, and all the other wicked wits of the time. 
From this play Mr. Capell gives two extracts from two feveral 
editions, concluding with this Note : 

‘Nore. What is faid in the aft extract relates to a play, made 
by Hieronimo, aud then going to be performed by Bel-imperia, him- 
felf, and their enemies (the perfons he here fpeaks to), that is the 
means by which he gets his revenge of them. This play within a 
play is the firft in our language, and (fo far as I know) in any other; 
and was, probably, one of the circumftances that fet this fecond part 
of ‘*- Jeronimo” fo high in the favour of the audiences of thofe times, 
as we are told it was for a number of years: which favour, and the 
operation it had vpon the compofitions cf other poets, may excite.a 
defire to know fome little more of the work that produced them. 
Kyd, who is faid to be the author of it, is one of thofe many who are 
the worfe for their learning: for his play is befpatter’d all over with 
fcraps of Spanif>, avd French, and Stalian, and Latin in great abun- 
dance; infomuch that, in one part of it, no lefs'than thirteen hexa- 
meters are thrown out together; and, what is (till a greater curiolity, 
Hieronimo’s play, perform’d (as 1s faid above) by four actors, was per- 
formed too in four languages; Greet and French for himfelf and the 
Lady, and Jta/ax and Latinz for the two others. What the dittion of 
it is, where it is Engli/2, appears in the extracts ; in which no injuf- 
tice is done roit, tor they are moft of them the very cream of the 
play. kt has a Chorus in way of the ancients, confilting of the God- 
defs Revenge and the Ghoit of Don Andrea; a perfonage of the firft 
part, lover of Bel-smperza, and there kill’d in it in battle by Don Bal- 
thazar her lover in this: this Chorus doth bo:h open and clofe the 
play ; is prefent at the whole of 1:5 and fpeaks at the. end of each 
aét: and the play is further embellithed by a dumb fhew, like thofe 
in ** Hamlet” and ‘* Henry the Eighth ;”? and a pageant, like that io 
*© Love's Ladcur’s li? ;” and this tco fhould be fet down among its 
other embellishments, that [/aéella the mother of Horatio, and Hiero- 
nimo his father, are both made to run mad in it for their fon’s mer- 
der. The lines it begins with, and fome others at the end of it, fhalk 
finith this account of the work, and the extracts are made from it: 
the firft were thought curious enough by Fletcher, to make {port for 
his audience in the ** Knight of the burning Vettle ;” and the others 
will fhew the flaughters are made in it, and the bloody fathion of 
writing that was det up in this play. , 

Enter the Ghoaft of Andrea, and with him Revenge. 

Gicafi, When this eternal! fubiiance of my foule, 

Did live imprifon’d in my wantoo fleth’; 

Ech in their function ferving other’s need, 

I was a courtier in the Sparith court. 

My name was Don Andrea, my difcent, &t.— 
Enter Ghoalt and Revenge. 

Ghoaf?. 1, now my hepes have end in their effes, 

When blood and forrow finnith my defires 
fivratio murdered in h:s father’s bower, | 
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Vilde Serberine by Pedringano ilaine, 

Faife Pedringano hang’d by quaint device, 

Fair J/abella by herfelfe mifdone, 

Prince Balthazar by Bel-imperia ftab’d, 

The Duke cf Cattile and bis wicked fonne, 

Both done to death by old Hieronimo, 

My Bel-imperia falne as Dido fell, 

And good Hieronimo flaine by himfelfe : 

I, thefe were {pectacles to pleafe my foule. 
In fhort, there are but two perions lett co bury the dead; which ares 
the King of Spain, and the King (or Vice-roy, as he is call’d): of 
Portugal.’ wal. 

The following paflage from Stcw’s Survey of London, tends to 

fhew, with what fhrewdnefs Shakefpeare catched a hint, and 
eave probability even to the. fictitious parts of his hiftorical plays. 
Stow, perhaps, led the poet to fend Hal and Falftaff to Eaft- 


cheap. 

i Te the yeare 1410, the 11th of Henry the 4. upon the even of S. 
John Baotilt, the Kinges fonnes, Thomas and John, being in Eaft- 
cheape at fupper (or rather at breakefatt, for it was betwixt 2 and 3 
of the clocke after midnight) a great debate happened [they were 
beaten, /aith the margin; adding,—‘‘ there was no taverne then in 
Eaftcheape’”’] between their men and other of the court, which lafted 
one houre, ec.” | 

We are almoft afraid of trefpaffing on the patience of our 


Readers, yet are tempted to tranfcribe fome of Mr. Capell’s 


Notes. ) 
In a long-controverted paflage of Hamlet, Pope and Capell 


read thus: 

Unhoufell’d, unanointed, unanneal d. 
Johnfon and Steevens, following the old quartos, read di/ap- 
peinted, with long notes on the pailage, Mr, Capell’s note is as 
follows : 

* Unhoufell’d, &c.| The Editor’s ferfz of thefe words may be feen 
inte ‘* Gloffary* :” but a reafon will perhaps be expe&ed, why he 
puts this fenfe upon one of them; and why a modern correétion is 
follow’d, in preference to the uniform reading of all old editions, 
Por the latter, —he is not afham’d to own, in the firft place, thar his 
choice was not a little determin d by fimilarity of the word’s compo: 
fitton,—‘* un-anointed ;” in the next place, unlefs the word be adopted, 
extreme unétion is wanting (a capital preparation for death among the 
Catholicks) for it is not contained in the lait of thefe words, which 
the quario’s write—-** wnanveld,’’ the folio’s ‘* uaanneld,” and the 





* “* Unhoufel’d, un-ancinted, un anneal’d,” (H. 29, 5.) * i. é. with 
out receiving the fa¢rament, without extreme ondtion, or abfolution 
in articulo mortis, here-call’4—annealing, a procefs of the artiits.on 
metals, in order to harden them. ‘* Houfei” is an old Englith word 
for the facrament, or hott receiv’d in it, which Skinner derives.from 


C 2 Oxford 


—Hoftiola, parva 'Hoftia.’ 
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Oxford copy rightly fpells—wnanneal'’d: and lafily, ** difappointed,” 
nor unappointed neither, cannot be approv’d of at any rate; for ap- 
pointing is a general word, and includes al] the preparations at once, 
whereas the paflage requires a {pecific one. Granting then that aa- 
anointed is neceflary, if not included in the word that comes after it, 
what fhall we fay is that word’s meaning? why, even that which is 
always put on it: only it is apply’d by a figure to the laf of that 
church’s paffports,—abfolation in articulo mortis; by which the party 
provided with it was harden’d (v. Skinner’s ** Exp. Voc, For.” in 
V. annealing) againft the flames of their purgatory, and fortify’d by a 
fort of annealing. And thus we have all the main articles of a Catholic 
preparation for death, and that in their due order: the latter, the 
moft effential of all of them ; and appropriated, in a manner, to per- 
fons in the ftation of this complainant: ‘* wmamointed” was flarted firtt 
by the fecond, and embrac’d by the two latter moderns.’ 

On another difputed, and fcarce intelligible, pafflage of this 


play, Mr. Capell writes thus : 

* Weu't drink up Elfl?) As this paffage has been mightily com- 
bated, and may be again, it will be right to exhibit at once the 
fhapes it has appeared in already. The firft change made in ** Efill” 
was by the folio’s, and they fpell it—*‘ Efile,” printing it in Italicks: 
after them, come the third and Jaft moderns, and they read Eifel, an 
old word, that fignifies—vinegar; and if this be a right reading, it 
muft be—becaufe ’tis wanted for fauce to the *‘ cracodile :’* with more 
fhew of reafon, the Oxford editor gives us—N7é in it’s ftead, but is 
forc’d to patch up the verfe with another ‘* avow’t” after it: his cor- 
rection has propriety in it, and is countenanc’d moreover by the folig 
orthography ; notwithftanding which, his better reading were—Nilus, 
without tepeating the “‘evow’s.” ‘That a river was tntended, is pal- 
pable, by the expreflion—** drinxk up ;’’ but there is no abfolute ne- 
ceility, that becaufe a crocodile is mention’d, that river mult be the 

ile; it is more natural to think—that Shakefpeare fought a river 
in Denmark, and, finding none that would do for him, coin’d this 
word—** E/f/;”’ in a fuppolition—that there might be a brook fo de- 
nominated, which ‘* E/fnour’’ food upon, and took its name from.’ 

Farmer fhrewdly refers to Shakefpeare’s 11th Sonnet, 

* J will drinke 
Potions of Eyfell.’ 

But Hamlet’s expreffion of ‘* drink up” is fcarce applicable to 
drinking vinegar. He does not call on Laertes for fo poor an 
exertion, but challenges him to attempt fomething extravagant 
and impoffible. 

‘ T'll rant as well as thon.’ 
Cuapell’s note is certainly ingenious. 
In point of order, we fhould firft have inferted the following 
note : 
* This is munching Malicho;] This is faid of the perfon of the 
** Poifoxer” in the Dumb Show, a reprefentative of the King ; who 
was aman of mean figure (v. 83, 7.), and # therefore compar’d by 
the {peaker to the charaCter call’d—Iniquity, in the ancient moralities, 
whofe figure (it is like) was the fame, an il-looking “* munching” 
: animal. 
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animal. See ** Malicho” in the Glofary. The ** Dumb Show” is 
(for any thing the Editor knows to the contrary) a domeftick inven- 
tion ; and was the ornament of moft of the plays that came immedi- 
ately next the moralities, fuch as— Gorboduc, Jocatta, &e. in which 
they were prefix’d to each at; their matter,—a piece of hiftory fimi- 
jar, or fome typical fable, expreffing that aét’s moral: thefe dege- 
nerated afterwards into a bare mute reprefentation of the whole action 
in little, but under different perfonages, and this was the common 
run of thofe thows; of which, and of the plays they belong’d to, the 
play and fhow in this place are a fair fpecimen, and fo intended by 
Shakefpeare ; who, in his ‘* Tempe?, Midfummer Night's Dream, and 
Love's Labour’s lof,’ has given famples of three other pieces,—a pa- 
geant, a mafque, and an interlude,—and all with the fame defign, 
it is probable, namely—to fhew the general ftate of our theatres when 
he firft came among them, and (perhaps) of fome of them after- 
wards.” 

Steevens reads Micuince Afalicha (with long notes), after 
the folio: but takes no notice of the original reading (munching), 
though he him(clf publifhed Hamlet from the o!d quarto, among 
the twenty plays of Shakefpeare, in the year 1766. Capell, 
with his wonted fidelity, gives miching among his Various Read- 
ings from the folio. By the bye, we believe miching to be the 
true reading, not being fatisfied with Capell’s explanation of 
munching. By what authority does he conftrue it in his note i//- 
looking ? The word occurs in a very different fenfe in Macbeth, 

* A failor’s wife had chefnuts in her lap, 
And munch'd, and munch'd, and munch'd.’ 

Not being permitted by the limits of our work to multiply 
Notes, that would not perhaps be difagreeable, we fhall fubjoin 
only two more on Henry VIII. The firft we think judicious, 
and the laft entertaining: 

‘ Queen, Sir, J defre you, &c.} Much of this fpeech’s language as 
well as its matter, of the King’s, in p.50, and fome other of the 
Queen’s in this fcene and the next, is taken from fome in Stow and 
in Holinthed, which are doubtlefs the identical fpeeches (or very near 
it) that were made upon this occafion by the great perfons to whom 
they are given: the poet’s judgment is very confpicuous, in the fe- 
lection of what he has taken; the new wording, and new difpofal, of 
other paris; and fo artful an intermixture of frefh matter, that all 
appears of a piece.’ 

* You'd /pare your /poons:} A common prefent from goffips to the 
children they ftand for, with the vulgar at this day ; and with thofe 
of middie rank too, in places far from the capital ; and fo common 
in the time Of our poet, that his expreffion in this place appears pro- 
verbial—for a declining to fland, for “ /poons” were not the gifts of 
thefe goftips : fee the Chriit’ning Direétion, p. 107.——Upon occafion 
of this ufage’s mention, the Public fhall here be prefented with an 
anecdote they are in danger of lofing, from its being bury’d in a rare 
and obfcure pamphlet, intid’d—** Merry Pafages and Fefls,” collected 
by * # Leftrange : it was communicated by the late Dr. Birch, and 
fhall be given in the words of his tranfcript, with his direétion for 
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finding it: ‘* Shakc{peare was godfather to one of Ben Jonfon’s chil. 
dren; and after the chriit’ning being in deep ftudy, Jonfon came to 
chear him up, and akk’d him, why he was fo melancholy? No. faith, 
Ben, fays he, not! ; but I have been confidering a great while what 
fhould be the fitteft gift for me to bellow wpon my godchild, and [ 
have refolved at faft. J pry’thee, what? fays he. I’faich, Ben, Vil 
e’en give him adozen good Latin [latten] fpoons, and thou fhalt 
tranflate them.” Harleian MSS. Vol. 6365. ‘This jett will fland in 
need of no comment with thofe who are at all acquainted with Jon- 
fon: it mult have cut to the quick; and endanger’d the opening 
fome old fores about the latter’s ‘* Sejanus,” whoie Latinity produc d 
its damnation This play was brought upon Shakefpeare’s ftage in 
1603 (the firft year of his joint management), and he pe: formed n't 
himfelf: the mifcarriage four’d Jonfon, and he broke with the ma- 
nager ; venting his fpleen azaintt him in fome of his prefaces, in 
terms oblique, but intelligible, and breathing matice and env» : the 
breach was heal’d at this timg; but with fome remembrance of it on 
the partof our port, according to this anecdote.’ 

At the end of thy sores in the firft volume are given * Anec- 
dotes of Sir Fohn Faflaf, ot Caftre in Norfolk, whom Shake- 
{peare calls Failaf, communicated wv Lo Dacie.’ ‘T nefe 
anecdotes, extracted from authentic papers, fhew with what 
tafte and judgment Shakefpeare adopted hiftorical curcumft.nces, 
giving them an air of reality, while he veiled the truth. No- 
thing is fo feducing as this mixture of truth and fable, which 
conftitutes the chief merit of the Rebinfin Crujoe, aud Hiflory of 
the Plague, of Daniel Defoe. Lord Dacie’s anecdotes are giyen 
us in a fupplement to one of Capell’s notes on the 2d Part of 
Hen. 1V.; which note, as well as Mr. Capell’s Introduction to 
the Anecdotes, are worthy perufal. 

To the fecond volume of Notes are fubjoined, Obferyations on 
the Order and Time of writing the Plays, and an Ejfay on Shake- 
fpeare’s Verfe. In the firft inftance, he has given copies of the 
Stationer’s books, obtained by the friendfhip of Mr. Draper, .as 
they were afterwards procured by Mr. Steevens, through the 
kindnefs of Mr. Longman. In Mr. Capell’s Prolegomena to his 
ottavo of 1768, is alfo fomething fimilar to Mr. Malone’s inge- 
nious Effay, attempting to afcertain the order of the feveral 
dramas. , | 

In Capell’s ¢ Brief (it is not brief) Effay on Verfe of Shake- 


- {peare’s modelling, its principles and its conftruction,’ there is 


fome truth, and much refinement. Shakefpeare, and his co- 
temporary dramatifis, wrote licentioufly, though numeroufly, 
trufting to their natural ear, and fuiting the occafion, without 
adhering to ftri&t rules of profody, much lefs embarrafling them- 
felves with the niceties of Spondees, Daétyls, Trochees, Ana 
pefts, Semibreves, and Iambics. Their meafures, however, 
it muft be confeffed, have a freedom and vigour not to be found 
in Lat(f writers, who travel * in the even road of blank verfe,” 

peal Se with 
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with an ambling monotony, that joggs the hearers to fleep. On 
this Capell has one or two not unhappy touches, complaining 
of the violence ftered to the poet’s text by former editors, * his 
lines being either cut fhort, or drawn out, to fit them to the 

eafure of their forry bed, which is one of five feet, and that 


precifely, without want or exceeding.” In the old editions, 
however, and in his own, he fays, that the words and numbers of 
the poet may be found: ‘and from both {concludes he) may re- 
fult the benefit following;-—that Shakefpeare will, at laft, be 
permitted the ufe of his own language, and of the numbers 
which he thought apteft.’ 

To the third volume of this laborious work is fubjoined a 
tract called * Notitia Dramatica, or Tables of anctent Plays, from 
their beginning to the Reftoration,’ &c. The other volumes 
contain alfo a Gloflary, Various Readings, Indexes, and every 
arti@Mfe that the molt faftidious accuracy could demand. The 
critic alfo refers to his authorities, lodged in the Britifh Mu- 
feum, and the library of Trinity College, Cambridge—a practice 
worthy of the imitation of all collaters and conpilers. Candid 
reference to their originals is the bett telt of fidelity. From a 
falfe quotation from a copy of Staphorftius, in the Bodleian Li- 
brary, the interpolations and forgeries of Lauder were farft dee 


tected by Dr. Douglas. 
Of the fingularities of this work we have freely fpoken; but 


juftice compels us to fubfcribe to the truth, to the beft of our 
knowledge and belief, of the following paragraph, at the con- 
clufion of Mr. Capell’s Prefatory Acvertifement : 

‘ Thus, Reader,” you have before you, in orderly manner, and as 
fmall a compafs as poflible, every fingle material that editions can 
furnith for whatever clofe examination you pleafe of the text of this 
great author, as exhibited in the prefent edition; for neither quarto 
nor folio (were they all in your pofleflion, and you difpofed to confult 
them) afford a reading of moment that is not now in the pages of that 
edition, the notes, or the collection that follows them.’ ¢C 

¢ 
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CHEMISTRY. 
Art. 3. Conclufion of the Experiments and Obfervations concerning 
the attractive Powers of the Mineral Acids. Wy Richard Kir- 
_ wan, Eig; F.R.S., 
7 HIS is the third and laft part of a moft elaborate invefti- 


gation, which cannot fail to procure the learned author a 
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rank among the firft chemifts of Europe*. In the two firft 
parts he, among other important difcoveries, had found means 
to afcertain the point of faturation of a great number of chemical 
compounds; and the firft part of the prefent paper is literally a 
Continuation of thacenquiry. It treats of the quantity of each 
of the mineral acids required to diffulve a given quantity of each 
of the metals and femimetals. Manganefe and platina, are 
here omitted, as the author had nota fufficient quantity of 
either, to expect any precifion in his refults. With each expes 
riment the quantity of water is noted in which the acid was di- 
luted, and the degree of heat in which the folution was per- 
formed. The quantity of faétitious airs yielded by each folu- 
tion is likewife mentioned ; and whether, and in what degree 
the calces of thofe metals are foluble in the feveral acids. 

After enumerating feveral of the practical advantages refulting 
from this enquiry, the author profefles that his more immediate 
inducement for entering into this nice and laborious inveftiga- 
tion, has been, to afcertain the degrees of affinity or attraction 
between the mineral acids, and the feveral bafes with which 
they may be combined; a fubjeét wherein much confufion ftill 
fubfifted, and which muft, no doubt, be of the greateft import- 
ance, fince it is upon this foundation that chemiftry, confidered 
as a fcience, muft finally reft. 

Chemical affinity, or attraction, is here defined, the power by 
which the invifible particles of different bodies tntermix and unite 
with each other fo mtimatcly, as to be infeparable by mere mechanical 
means. ‘This attraction has in different bodies, different degrees 
of intenfity ; whence a bodv already united with another, is often 
made to quitit by a third with which itincorporates. On thefe 
different degrees of intenfity, which are called e/e@ive attraétions, 
are founded the chemical tables of affinity hitherto ufed.—But it 
often happens that a decompofition feemingly fingle, is in fa 
double, and then it is by no means eafy to diftinguifh the degrees of 
attraction between the feveral ingredients: for inftance, the vit- 
riolic acid unites toa mild alkali, and expels the fixed air from 
it, and this hath been fingly afcribed to the greater attraction 
between the vitriolic acid and the alkali, than between the alkali 
and the air; but it will, on a nearer examination, appeas, that 
there was in fact a double decompofition: the acid yielding a 
quantity of the fpecifie fire it contains to the air, whilft the air 
refigns its alkali tothe acid. ‘This one inftance will fufficiently 





* For an account of the firft and fecond parts, fee our Review, 
vel, LXVI. p. 372, and vol. LXVIIL. p. 377. The council of the 
Royal Society have teftified their approbation of Mr. K’s. labours, by 
adjudging to this paper the annual prize-medat on Sir Godfrey Cop- 
ley’s foundation. | 
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nint out the neceffity of farther inveftigations in this funda- 
mental branch of chemiftry. 

The difcovery of the quantity of real acid in each of the li- 
quors, ufually called by the name of mineral acids, and of the 
proportion of real acid taken up by a given quantity of each 
alkaline or metallic bafis at the point of faturation, are the fteps 
our author thinks, by which we may arrive at the moft exact 
determination of thefe mutual attractions. Thofe faéts being 
now accurately afcertained, we may, with much confidence, 
truft to the following analogies: 1ft. That the quantity of real 
acid, neceflary to faturate a given quantity of a bafts, is zrver/ely 
as the affinity of that Latis tu fuch acid. adly, That the quan 
tity of a bafis requifice to faturate a given quantity of each acid, 
Is directly as the affinity of fuch acid to its bafis. On thefe prin- 
ciples a table is formed, exhibiting the quantity of the feveral 
alkaline and terrene bafes required to faturate one hugdred grains 
of each of the mineral] acids ; and thefe numbers are henceforth 
adopted, as reprefenting the feveral attractions of thofe ele- 
ments. 

Before our author proceeds farther, he finds it neceflary to fay 
fomething of the nature of faturation. He defines it the flate of 
a bodywhen it is fo intimately combined with another body as to lofe 


fome peculiar chara€teriftic property it has when free from that- other 


body: As for inftance, acids, when, by the additton of alkalies, 
or other bafes, they lofe the property of changing the blue vee 
getable juices tored. It will be found in the fequel that this 
definition, though feemingly elementary, is yet by fo means 
trivial or fuperfluous. 

Our author fhews, next, how all decompofitions in which 


_ the three miceral acids, and the bafes mentioned in the above 


table are concerned, may be accounted for by their fpeciftc at- 
tractions. But, here, a very important diftinétion is made 
between the power or attraction that refifts the decompofition, 
and that which tends toeffe&t it. The former he calls the quie/- 
cent, and the latter the divellent affinity. It follows from this 
diftinction, that a decompofition wil! only take place, when the 
fum of the divellent affinities is greater than that of the quief- 
cent. When compounds, therefore, are mixt, the refult can 
only be foretold by comparing the fums of each of thefe powers. 
The inttance of a mixture of tartar vitriolate with nitrous fele- 
nite will, we hope, fufficiently i}luftrate this do@trine. The 
former is known to confift of vitriolic acid and fixt vegetable alkali, 
the aftraétion between which is by the above table as 215. 
I he latter is compofed of nitrous acid and calcareous earth ; the 
affinity of which is as g6: the total of thefe two numbers, 311, 
reprefents the power that counteraéts the decompofition. But, 
on the other hand, the attraétion between the vitriolic acid and 
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the calcareous earth, is as 110, and that between nitrous. acid 


and fixed vegetable alkali as 215. It follows then that the 
agregate of thefe two being 325, reprefents the power that tends 
to effect a decompofition ; this power therefore being greater 
than its antagoniit, it is evident that in this cafe a double de- 
compofitiou mult take place. 

Befide thefe powers, there exifts another, in neutral falts, by 
which they may unite to certain fub@ances, without fuffering 
any, or but avery fimai!l decompofition ; aud thus forming triple 
and {ometimes guadruple falts: a circumftance which often 
caules anomalies, and which remains yet to be farther examined 
into. 

From the abovementioned table of attractions, it appears, that 
the three mineral acids have precifely the fame affinity with fixt 
vegetable alkali; and yet Mr. K. mentions feveral inftances in 
which decompofitions have takea place among neutral falts con- 
fitting only of thofe ingredients. ‘This paradoxical fect, he at 
tributes to the different quaniities of fpecific or elementary fire 
contained in thofe diferent acids, and yielded by them to 
the alkali of the other falr. .A long feries of experiments is here 


‘defcribed, which tends toconirm this theory. It prefuppofesa 5 


knowledge of Dr. Black’s doctrine, that {clids absorb heat dur- 
ing their folution. Hence Mr. K. infers that heat and cold, in 
different folutions, are the effect of the quantity of fire transfer- 
red {from one ingredient to the other. If the menftruum gives 
out only /2 much of its fire as the folvent can abforb, or /e/s than 
that quantity, then co/dis produced ; if more, the furplus be- 
comes-fenfible, and eat wil! be perceptible. On thefe pring 
ciples, the latent operations in the compound of different folutions 
become obfervable by the thermometer, and in the prefent en- 
quiry the refults were by means of that inftrument found to agree 
with the theory. Thus, for inftance, it is found that the 
vitriolic acid contains more fpecific fire, or at leaft yields out more 
on uniting with fixed alkalis, than either the nitrous or the ma- 
zine. When the vitriolic acid, therefore, comes in contact with 
a nitroor marine neutral fale, its fire pafles into thefe latter acids, 
which being thereby rarehed toa great degree, depofit their 
alkaline bates, which is confequently feized on by the vitriolic 
acid, although its affinity to thoie bafes be not greater than thofe 
of the two other acids, 

Having thus gone over the alkaline and terrene bafes, we come 
next to a {ection entituled, O/ the affinities of the mineral acids ta 
metallic fubfiances. Here our author firft ailigns his reafons for 
making his experiments with the metals in their reguline ftate, 
rather than with their calces ; the principal of which is, that 
when the latter are. much dephiogifticated, they are infoluble in 
moitacids, He found fome difficulty in afcertaining the exact 
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quantity of acid neceflary to faturate the metallic fubftances. In 
weneral it has been given as the quantity when the folution of 
the metal ceafes; but as he always found fuch a metallic folu- 
tion to tinge in fome degree the blue vegetable juices red, it 
follows, if we call to mind the definition of faturation above 
given, that this 1s not a faturated folution, but that there muft 
be an excefs of acid. This excefs he in vain endeavoured to 
abforb by cauftic alkalis and lime-water, fince he thereby al- 
ways caufed a depofit of fome of the metal. He was not, how- 
ever, long at alofs for a method to afcertain the quantity of this 
excefs. He obferved how much of the folution of litmus was 
tinged red by acertain quantity of the metallic folution, and 
how much real acid was required to give an equal quantity of 
the fame vegetable folution the fame red tint. This quantity of 
acid, therefore, deduéted from the quantity known to be afcer- 
tained in the metallic folution, left the real quantity of acid that 
faturated the metal. The proportion of vitriolic and marine 
acids taken up by lead, filver, and quickfilver, be determined 
by computing the quantity of thefe pure acids neceflary to pre- 
Cipitate thefe metals from the nitrous acid. 

Here follows a table of the affinities of the three mineral acids 
to twelve metallic fubftances ; the column of gold, which is 
known to diflolve only in the compound of two acids, being left 
blank. From this table it appears that the metallic earths have 
almoft all a ftronger affinity to the three mineral acids than even 
the fixed alkalis. Our author does not, however, aflert, that 
the tables of affinity hitherto given, in which the metallic fub- 
{tances come after all other fubftances, are erroneous. He only 
fuggefts that they require to be differently denominated ; and 
that, as far at lealt as they relate to metaliic jubftances, they 
fhould be called tables of precipitation, inftead of affinity. Thefe 
precipitations, he obferves, are always the effect of a double 
affinity and decompofition, the precipitating metal yiclding its 
phlogifton to the precipitated, whiilt tnis latter yields its acid to 
the former. Of this many inftances are adduced, and alfo a va- 
riety of experiments, which prove that in fact the affinities which 
acids have to metals are fuperior to thofe they have to alkalis. 

In anfwer to the queftion, How are then all metallic folu- 
tions precipitated by alkalis? our author obferves, that as all 
metallic faits are held in folution by an excefs of acid, the ab- 
forption of that excefs by the alkali is often fufficient to produce 
precipitation ; ty, moreover, thefe alkalis take up the greater 
part of even the proportion of acid that faturates the metal, and 
this by means of a double affinity ; a fmall part of the phlogifton 
pf the metals efcaping during their folution in acids, the remain- 
der is retained by the compound of acid and calx, A double 
gecompofition therefore takes place in thefe compounds of four 
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elements, in the manner we have already explained. On the 
other hand, notwithftanding the great affinity fubfifting between 
metallic earths and acids, it feldom happens that neutral falts, 
whofe bafes are a fixed alkali, are decompofed by metals or their 
calces. This is afcribed to the inability of the acid whilft thus 
combined with an alkaline bafis, and thereby deprived of a great 
part of its fpecific fire, to volatilize the phlogifton combined 
with the metallic earth, which muft neceflarily be expelled be- 
fore an acid can combine with it. As to the metallic calces, 
they are generally combined with fixed air; which muft 
alfo be in part expelled before they will diflolve in acids. 

The next fection treats of the precipitation of metals by each 
other from the mineral acids—the laft and moft delicate part of 
this enquiry ; and in which our author acknowledges having, 
in fome cafes only, arrived at approximations, which, however, he 
thinks may be ufeful to future chemifts.—We lament that the 
detail we have been obliged to enter into, in order to render what 
we have faid of the former parts of this paper intelligible, pre- 
vents our going farther into this curious fubje@t. As we muft 
ferve up viands for all palates, it is poffible that our clafficat 
readers wil] already think it high time for this difh, however 
choice in itfe!f, to be removed, 

AEROLOGY,. 
Art. 8. Account of a New Exdisimeter. By Henry Caven- 
dith, Efg; F.R.S. 

The cepious contents of this paper may properly be diftri- 
buted under the two following heads : firft, The defcription of 
the new cudiometer, and of the marner of ufing it; fecondly, 
an account of the experiments made with it, and of the inte- 
rences deduced from them. 

It hath long fince been obferved, that in trying the degree of 
phiogiftication of air by the teft of nitrous air, the beft re- 
fults are obtained when the mixture is made while both the airs 
are ftrongly agitated ; and it is in this refpeét that the Abbe 
Fontana’s eudiometer is fuperior to all thofe ufed before him. 
Mr. Cavendith obferved jong ago that a ftill greater precifion is 
obtained when the airs, whilft mixing, are in conftant contact 
with water. The Abbé Fontana’s apparatus has in this refpeét 
alfo the advantage over al] others hitherto known; but it oc- 
curred to our author that, on this principle the refults would be 
much more accurate if one of the airs could be added, flowly, 
and in bubbles, while the vefle! containing the other is kept in 
continual and quick motion: an operation which the Abbé’s in- 
ftrument does not admit of, 

The apparatus contrived for this purpofe, confifts of two 
glafs veflels. ‘The one is cylindrical, with a narrow aperture 
ateach end, the upper of which is lengthened into atube ; and 
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to this 2 cock is adapted, that ferves to confine the air in the 
yeflel when it is not wanted for experiments. This veflel may, 
by acontrivance, of which there are many fufficiently obvious, 
be faftened to the bottom of the water-tub ufed in thefe experi- 
ments; and when it is fo fafiened, the orifice of the upper tube 
is about half an inch wnder water; fo that, when it is open, 
the air can efcape but flowly and in bubbles, as an equal quan- 
tity of water muft always enter in its ftead. 

The other veffel is globular, or, rather, a bottle with a fhort 
wide neck, and with a loop at the end oppofite to the neck, by 
which it may be fufpended. The operation of mixing two airs 
by flow degrees will now occur of itfelf, The globular veffel 
containing a certain quantity of one kind of air, is inverted over 
the tube of the cylindrical veflel, which contains the other air. 
This laf air, on opening the cock, rifes gradually in bubbles 
into the globular veffel; which not fitting clofely to the tubc, 
may all the time be kept in a brifk vibratory motion. 

Mr. Cavendifh defcribes a meafure fomewhat different from 
that ufed by the Abbé Fontana; but as the quantity of water 
that always adheres to the fides of the tubes, veflels, and mea- 
f{ures, is liable to occafion fome inaccuracy, he preferred the 
method of weighing the airs hydroftatically. One of the veflels, 
with one kind of airin it, is firft weighed by itfelf. Both veflels, 
with the feparate airs in each, are then weighed together; and, 
the mixture being made, both veflels are again weighed together, 
and the diminution, which ts called the teft, is thereby afcer- 
tained. Several directions are given for adapting this ‘method 
to various cafes, for the conftruction of the balance to be ufed 
for fome neceflary corrections, and other circumftances attend- 
ing it, on which we cannot here enlarge. 

The contents of the cylindrical veflel, which are equal to 282 
grains of water, were adopted as one meafure. Of the globu- 
Jar veflels three were ufed, the firft containing three meafures, 
the fecond fix, and the third twelve; the firft was ufed for try- 
ing common air, and the two others for dephlogifticated airs. - 

It follows, that there are two methods of trying experiments 
with this apparatus, as the two airs are alternately in the cylin- 
drical or in the globular veffels. This may, at firft fight, appear 
to be no real difference, as, in both cafes, the fame mixture is 
produced ; but, on confidering the matter more attentively, it 
will be found, that they are, in fa&, to be kept very diftin& ; 
fince in one cafe {mall quantities of nitrous afr are gradually 
added to a large bulk of common or dephlogifticated air ; and in 
the other, {mall quantities of the latter airs are added to a large 
bulk of the former. This difference produces a material va- 
riety in fome refults, as will be feen in the fequel. ‘The firft 
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method is that in which refpirable air is added to the nitrous 
air; the fecond is the reverfe. 

In the 2d part we colleét the refults obtained with this appa 
ratus. And here we find that very different effects were pro- 
duced, according to the manner of condudting the experiments. 
Firfi, A material difference was obferved, according to the time 
taken up in performing the mixture, the diminution being r2cths 

reater when So”, than when only 22” were employed. 

Secondly, The degree of agitation occafioned alfo a fenfible 
variety. When the airs were brifkly fhaken the diminution was 
1,08: when moderately, only 9g. 

Thirdly, A great difference was obferved according to the 
quantity and quality of the water ufed. Inthe fmaileft bottles 
the difference of diftilled and common water occafioned a dif- 
ference of ;sths in the diminution: in the largeft bottle the 
fame difference was ;éaths. A table exhibits the diminution 
with fix different forts of waters, both pure and impregnated with 
liver of fulpher, nitrous acid, and oak fhavings; the latter, 
which frothed confiderably, produced the leait diminution, 
That produced by the diftilled water was the greateit ; which is 
afcribed tothe quality it has of abforbing fome of the nitrous 
airduring the procefs. ‘This difference, produced by the diffe- 
rent quantities. and qualities of the waters, which isa caufe.ot 
uncertainty common to all methods of eflaying airs, points out 
the neceffity of noting the fize of the veffel, or the fort of water 
ufed in each inftance. Mr. Cavendifh ufes always diftilled 
water, but this abforbs, at different times, different quantities of 
nitrous air; for which reafon, he always afcertains the quantity 
of that air abforbed by the water ufed in every experiment. 

Fourthly, The temperature of the water was: found to be 
another caufe of variety, » The refults of the experiments made 
with a view to afcertain.this difference, led to a rule for correéct- 
ing the teft according tothofe variations. This rule is combined 
with that for correcting for the abforption of the nitrous air in 
the water; and confifts in fubtracting .4ths of the diminution 
which the nitrous air fuffers by being fhaken’in:water, and .ad- 
ding 002 for every 3° of heat above OQ. This corre&ion di- 
minifhes the error; but does not, it is acknowledged; wholly 
remove it. 

Fifthly, It was found that in ufing the, fecond method, the 
difference of time in which the mixture was made, affeéted the 
quantity of diminution much lefs than in the firft method. To 
explain this, it mutt be obferved, that in mixing nitrous with 
common air, the former is robbed of part of its phlogifton, or 
is thereby turned into phlogifticated nitrous acid, which is ab+ 
forbed by the water. Now it appears that the fmaller the quan+ 
tity of nitrous air is, which comes in contact with common air, 
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the more completely and rapidly it is deprived of its phlogifton, 
and, confequently, a greater proportion of it is abforbed by the 
water in lefs unequal times. Hence it alfo appears, that in the fe- 
cond method a fmaller quantity of nitrous air is required to 
phlogifticate a given quantity of common air, than in the fir? 
d. 

iach, It was alfo found, that if the nitrous air be added 
flowly tocommon air, without coming in contact with water, the 
mixtere will be ftill more phlogifticated than even in the fecond 
method, A fimple apparatus is defcribed for trying experi- 
ments on this principle, the refults of.which were, that a given 
quantity of. nitrous air does,.in.the firtt method, not phlogifticate 
common air more than 3? of that quantity does in the fecond 
method, or * of that quanity in the method here ufed. 

Thefe feveral varieties in the effects of nitrous air on common 
air, according to ‘the manner in which it is applied, are mate- 
rial checks to the confidence-we are to place in former experi- 
ments, and the multitude of reafonings deduced from them *. 

“Mr, Cavendifh, made a number of experiments with this ap- 

paratus on the atmof(pheric. air of different places, of different 
days, and of different;parts of the day; but obtained fuch fmall 
varieties in the ref tS, that he is willing to afcribe even thofe to 
fome inaccuracies in the experiments. He recommends, in ex- 
amining the phlogiftitation of the airs of different places, to try 
them at the fame.time and place; .and gives fome hints for the 
manner of filling and preferving thofe different airs in bottles. 
_ For thefe experiments, as well as for thofe on factitious airs, 
he points out the. n¢ceflity of a {calein which common air (being 
{o permanent) and perfectly phlogifticated air, might, be,aflumed 
as fixt points ; while the interniediate degrees might..be. deter, 
mined by mixtures of certain. proportions of thefe two, airs ; and 
the degrees. of déphlogiftication beyond that. of ‘common air, 
might be afcertained by mixtures of good dephlogifticated, with 
perfectly phlogifticated air, .This method is illuftrated both 
by a formula, thewijng how. the tefts are to be calculated, anda 
table exhibuing the flaadards anfwering to different tefts. 

Directions ares. Ja/My, given for procuring air perfeétly phlo- 
gifticated, from liver of fulphur, or from a mixture -of. iron 
filings and fuJpttur; and for afcertaining, by hydroftatical 
weights, when'‘this air is perfe&ly phlogifticated, thatis, when 
it diminifhes' no longer, As to the ftate of common air, it is 
admitted that many. circumftances, befides the phlogifton may 
ferve to taint it, which the nitrous teft will not help us. to de- 





45. We alluded to this ia our account of the lait edition of Mr. 
Mazéllan's defcription of a glafs apparatus, &c. See Review far 
Nov. laf, 'p. i 
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tet: and that our organ of fmelling is in general a more faith- 
ful monitor than all inftraments, even in fome cafes of the 
phlogiftication of air, when the phlogifticating fubftances happen 
to be odorous. 

We have been rather diffufive in our accounts of Mr. Caven- 
difh’s and Mr. Kicwan’s papers, as they appeared to us by far 
the moft fcientific in the part of the tranfactions now before 
us. [heremainder of its contents will be briefly noticed in our 
next month’s Review. Pp : 





Arr. 1V. Zwo Dialogues concerning the Manner of writing Hiftory. © 


From the French of Abbé de Mably, izmo. 38. fewed. Keari- 
ley, 1783. 


T does not feem to have been clearly fettled, among writers 
who have treated of hiftorical compofition, what is to be re- 
garded as the firf? objef? of hiftory. ‘That it is intended to con- 
vey true information concerning faéts, has not been difputed : 
and that, as a fpecies of fine writing, it is adapted to afford 
pleafure, has’ been generally agreed. But ithas not, perhaps, been 
fufficiently e@nderftood, or attended to, that the latter object 
ought always to be purfued in entire fubordination to the former. 
Confidering ‘hitory and epic poetry as neatly allied, both in 
their end and in the means of obtaining it,—underftanding both 
as intended to amufe the imagination, intereft the paffions, and 
elevate the mind, by the relation ef a connected feries of ftrik- 
ing incidents,—many feem to have taken it for granted, that an 
hiftorian, in order to accomplifh ‘thefe ends, may be allowed to 
take confiderable liberties with matters of faét, and to mould 
and decorate actions, charaCters, and fcenes, in the manner which 
will beft ferve to render thet interefting to the reader. 

In granting this latitude to the hiftorian, it has been for- 
gotten, that exaCly in the proportion in which hiftory departs 
from truth, it lofes its proper chara@ter, and ceafes to anfwer its 
primary purpofe, information. If hiftory and romance are not 
to be confounded, the hiftorian muft never fuffer himfelf to de- 
viate from the line of truth: he fhould fri€tly adhere to the 
idea of hiftory given by Lucian in his inftru€tions on this fub- 
ject: Marisa dt xaléwrpw tomurzy wapacyiobw thy Yuipny 
aVoAw, 1% SIAM, 15 axpiCer Tw Kilew x orolas AY Centar Tas 
HOEGAS THv Eopuv, Tomita x deiKTw ATA, diarpoor dt, i Wa~ 
paxpouv, 7 Erepoonucv, pandev. ** Let the mind of the hiftorian 


be like aclear, bright, and true mirror, that it may preasse’ | 


exhibit every obje€&t which comes before it, without the 
diftortion, or change in colour or form.” ‘The want of a ftri& 
attention to truth, as the firft law of hiftorical writing, has mif- 
ted many authors both ancient and modern, and introduced a 
kind 
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kind of dicentia hifforica, more bold and dangerous than any 
oetical licence whatever. 

We venture thefe remarks, in order to counteraét, as far as 
we are able, the prevalence of a tafte which is deftructive to hif- 
torical veracity. There is the more occafion for them, becaufe 
the idea we combat has obtained the countenance of feveral very 
yefpe@table names ; among the reft, that of the long known and 
juftly admired Abbé Mably ; who appears to us to have conii- 
dered hiftory too much in the light of a work of fancy and ge- 
ius, and to have been hereby induced to give his book more of 
the air of an ars poética, than of a feries of precepts for hiftorical 
writing. Among the proofs of this which might be adduced, 
we will particularly mention his opinion, that unity of action 
ought to be preferved in hiftory. The paflage at length is as 
follows : 

© This unity of aion and of intereft fo ftrorgly recommended to 
the Epic poet,, if he means that we fiould actually become a kind of 
parties concerned in ali che enterprizes of his hero, is not Jefs necef- 
fary for the hiftorian ; for, it is founded even upon the nature of the 
human mind, which cannot employ itfelf on feveral objects at the 
fame time, but mult divide its attention, and confequently, feel a lefs 
animated imprefiion, grow tired, perplexed, difgulted, and, at length, 
derive no benefit whatioever from its application. Homer makes me 
intereited in the retura of Ulyffes to kchaca; and Virgil in{pires me 
with an earneit anxiety for the eftablifhment of Aineas in lialy. 
They never forget that this is the great end of their poem, and, in 
order to rivet my attention, they frequently recur toit. So the hif- 
torian thou!d never fuffer me to lofe fight of that point to which he 
has promifed to condu& me. ‘Then hiitory becomes a kind of Epic 
poem. It proceeds to its great mark through thofe impediments 
which are oppofed againft it by paflions and the events of fortune.’ 

It is upon the fame grounds, that the Author ftrenugufly re- 
commends the introduction of fpeeches and harangues, though 
in reality never {poken; maintaining, that, in this manner, the 
motive:, thoughts, and interefts of the perfons who are brought 
upon the fcene of action are beft reprefentcd—that they animate 
the narrative, and intereft the reader, To al] which the reply 
is Obvious ; ** A narrative thus wrought up at the pleafure of 
the hiftorian may be amufing ;—but, is it true ?” 

With due allowance, however, for the notion, which we 
have ventured, we apprehend not without fufficient reafon, 
to cenfure, thefe Dialogues may be read with advantage, 
Uhey fuggeft maay hints which may be of great ufe, either in 
writing or judging of hiftory; and are written with much fpirie 
and eloguence. From thefe we fhall fele& fome of the Abbé’s 
remarks on ** Order in hiltorical writing.” 

* Order is of all points whatfoever, the mof neceflary to the come 
pofition of a work : nor need we produce a ftronger proof of the juf- 
tice of this affertion than that hesp ef books which, though filled 
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with excellent things, afford not the leaft inftruction, becaufe they tire 
and difguft the generality of readers. This we have all experienced. 
A truth appears doubrful, unlefs itis prepared for by shat truth which 
has preceded it; and a beauty difplaced becomes a defect; but, fro- 
perly arranged, grow; more eftimable. 

Ordinis hac virtus erit et Venus, aut ego fallcr, 

Ut jam nune dicat jam nunc debentia dici ; 

Pluraque differat, et prafens in tempus omittat. 
If that of which you have juft informed me explains to me, before- 
hand, what you are going to relate, the attention of my mind will 
not meet with any interruption, and I fhall eagerly run through the 
perufal of a work which draws me on with pleafare from the firit 
page to the laft. But, | know not whether an hiflorian would not 
experience more difficulty than any other kind of wiiter, amidft his 
endeavours to find out this Order concerning which we are now 
fpeaking. The hiltorian bends under the prodigious weight of his 
materials; and, if he cannot fo arrange them as to form out of the 
whole one regular edifice, 1 fhall lofe myfelf in a labyrinth, from 
whence no path is open to favour my efcape. All this [ have felt 
during the perufal of the hiftory of the Stuarts by Mr. Hume. Inftead 
of what was promifed to me, I] have found nothing except memoirs 
which might have ferved for the materials of his hiflory; and how 
could I poflibly regard with approbation a work which the hiftorian, 
whether from an ignorance of his art, or from indolence, or from a 
dullnefs of comprehenfion, has only fetched? All thefe facts, un- 
ripped from each other, elude my recollection; I have waited my 
time, and cannot form a proper judgment concerning thofe events of 
which the narrative is placed before me. 

* In vain would you flatter yourfelf that you enjoy the power of 
eftablifhing this luminous order throughout the pages of your hiltory, 
if you have not feparately meditated upon each of its re/pective parts. 
Draw them near to each other, in order that you may perceive 
wherein confilts their moft natural relation. Aided by your prelimi- 
nary ftudies, endeavour fo to place them that they may reciprocally 
throw light, the one upon theother. In a word, follow the precept 
of Horace. Make yourfelf mafler of your fubject. 

~see +» Cui lea petenter crit res, 
Nee facundia deferet hunc, nec lucidus erdo. 

* This Order, in a great meafure confitls in the expofition relative 
to which I have fo lately troubled you with my remarks. When the 
hiftorian has once acquired an extremely clear idea of ail thofe points 
which he propofes to inveiligate; he will not find it diflicult (i inould 
imagine) to throw alide the mention of faéts almolt barren in their 
nature, or foreign to his purpofe, and to bring his readers acquainted 
with the infinence which the feveral events maintain, the one upon 
the other. Remark, !et me intreat you, that there are in all States, 
in all enterprizes, and in all affairs, one or more principal points 
which decide upon the fuccefs of the whole, and which draw after 
them all particular accidents, like a tcrrent. In the goverament, or 
the adminiitration of a fociety, it is the knowledge of thefe decifive 
points which form the accomplifhed ftatefman ; nor muft he promife 


himfelf {uccefs but in preportion to the itcadinefs and perfeverance 
with 
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with which he ftrongly attaches himfelf to them, and keeps them al- 
ways in his view. So is it with the hiftorian. On thefe objects 
fhould he fix both 4és attention and my own. Then, with the great- 
eft facility, will he difcover the moft luminous order. Every point 
becomes clear and fimple. The feveral facts will remain deeply en- 
graven upon my memory, becaufe [ thall not, at any cime, lofe fight 
of that chain which, like the thread of Ariadne, will ferve as a clue, 
to prevent my reafon from wandering out of the right track. Such 
is the admirable art of Livy, from the commencement of his hiftory to 
the end; and (to remind you only of one example) recollect how, in 
his third Decad, when he is under the neceflity of prefenting to us, 
all at one time, a vaft crowd of objects, he rivets our regard and at- 
tention upon Hannibal, whofe genius holds in the balance the fortune 
of the Romans, and even occafions it to totter. Whatfoever happens 
out of I:aly relates only to this General of the Carthaginians. Rome, 
by making diverfions, is employed only in endeavours to diminifh 
the forces of Hanniba!, and to prevent Carthage from repairing thofe 
loffes which are caufed even by her victories. 

‘ When a State is either fo happy, or fo wife, as to have acquired 
a proper knowledge of its own ftrength, to have learned the art of 
managing it to advantage, and of not venturing upon too many en- 
terprizes at one time, the hiftorian will find himfelf more at eafe; 
and for the purpofe of putting his relation into great order, he need 
only follow. with fidelity, the order of events. But, if this State, 
whether from an ignorance of its real interefts, or from a kind of fa- 
tality, plunges, at once, into a variety of undertakings, without 
making the proper difllinfion between tdat which ought to have the 
principal lead, and thofe which fhould be confidered merely as fimple 
accefflaries, | fhould fear that the hiftorian would find himfelf en- 
tangled amidit equal perplexities, and as little able to acquit himfelf 
with credit as the republic, the hiftory of which he is compofing, 
Whilft the perfons in adminiftration know not either what they do, 
or what they want todo, you will perceive that the hiftorian, not 
more enlightened than themfelves, will ftring one event upon ano- 
ther, and fatigue and difpuft the reader by narratives which do not 
lead to any ferviceable point whatever. Even the author, tired out 
amidft his labours to arrange materials fo meagre and fo forbidding, 
will only throw before yon a fet of wretched pictures of which the 
firtt glance is too difcouraging to make us with to look a fecond time. 
Without a principal view before him, he will, at one moment, inju- 
dicioufly relinguifh the fudje& concerning which he treats; at ano- 
ther moment, he will refume it with equal impropriety ; and, after 
all this, he will, a fecond time, difcard it upon as frivolous and in- 
defeniible a ground. THe will cut up occurrences, fritter them into 
pieces, and, of courfe, never bring them forward in their jult pro- 
portions. 

‘ What refources then are left for the hiftorian? Thofe which muft 
arife from his poffeflion of greater mental power than the heroes whom 
he ftrives to celebrate. When he difcovers the embarraffments into 
which he has been thrown by ¢heir perplexing and ill-digetted politics, 
let him prove fuperior to all endeavours to conceal, and candidly ac- 
knowledge to the reader the nature of his fituation. When I am 
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once defired to have patience, my imfatience appears to be diminiihed, 
By deep, but always fhort, reflections, let him inform me of the faults 
either of the Senate or of the generals; let him rife above thele ; I 
fha)l follow him, and, during a fiflidious relation, I fhail be com- 
forted and fupported by the pleafure of thinking mfelf superior to 
thofe men of whom I read the hitlory ; and cheir faults, conveying 
light ard inftru¢tion into my mind, will indemnify me for what fa- 
tigue I may expcrience in the perufal of the work. Yet, in the very 
midit of this confufion, the hittorian mult nor forget to eftablith for 
himfelfa kind of Order. Oxe mutt naturally prefent itfelf to every 
writer; and this is, to turn his chief attachment to the principal cb- 
jet; to form our of it the centre of the picture, and to place thofe 
pexfunages who are of lefs importance round the border. Readers, 
whofe coofined talte and underftanding can mot prevent them from re- 
maining fatisied with a moderately well-written Hiftory will find no 
faulc whatever; but readers of a fuperior caft will expe a more en- 
Jarged and decifive ipecimen of talents, ingenuity, and abilities. 
When thefe unpleafing fubje¢ts are unavoidably brought forward, I 
feem to wifh that the hiftorian would inform me by what accident or 
what chance | may reach, without entertaining a fingle doubt as to 
the refult, the point which is to unravel the whole bufinefs. Since 
Imprudence then leaves intirely open a free career to Fortune, I could 
with that the latter might act her part even to the full extent. i 
ficuld like to difcover how, by exhaufting their refources, States 
detach themfelves from their hopes, and, at length, renounce enter- 
prizes of which the good and ill fortune, flowly fucceeding to each 
other, are, in the balance, of an cqual weight.’ 

Thefe obfervations the Author proceeds to apply to Dr. Ro- 
bertfon’s Hiftory of America, the method of which he cenfures 
with freedom: he does this, however, as he himfelf confefles, 
without having perufed the work; a circumftance which de- 
tracts not a little from the credit of a critique, even from the 

en of the Abbé Mably. Whether his cenfure of what he calls 
Ar. Gibbons’s eternal hiftory of the Roman Empire, as tedious 
and infipid, was written under the fame difadvantage, the Abbé 
has not informed us.—We thall clofe this account with laying 
before our Readers the following remarks on Modern Hifto- 


Tians : 

‘In the Hiftory of France written by Daniel, you muft difcover, that 
he did not even give himfelf the trouble of a fingle moment for con- 
fideration, whether ¢4is or that plan ought to have been chofen as the 
object of his purfuit. Inftead of fiudying the ancient times, he found 
it more convenient to build the whole ot his hypothefis upon the mo- 
dern times. Perceiving a monarchy wherefoever he alights upon the 
name of King, he conftan:ly pafles over ia filence thofe cuftoms and 
manners, either more or Icts unpolifhed, which were the fole bafis of 
the public law of the nation. [Hk teaus the reader from the time of 
Clovis to the prefent period, wishowt givirg him an opportunity to 
form the leaft fufpicion of thofe revolutions which our compatriots 
have experienced, and which, at one epoch, ftole on by flow and 
imperceptible degrees, and, at another, ruthed forward with more 
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violence, tumult, and contention. Mezerai, although not, like Fa- 
ther Daniel, a flatterer, w2s more deficient than him in that particu. 
lar branch of knowledge which is neceflary for the conveyance of in- 
ftruction. His fyflem of morality is more worthy to fill the page of 
Hiftory than that of Daniel. But his Ryle, though lefs languifhing, 
is hard. His piétures are ccarfely daubed, and want the proper co- 
louring to engage and pleafe the reader. Abbé Vely is reprefented 
as having defigned to take a different road; to give an account of our 
laws, and to defcribe our manners; but, ignorant of the fubjects, he 
has thrown all into inextricable confufion, ‘To the firft race he 
afcribes cuftoms which are confined evidently to the third. His Hif- 
tory is achaos, where all is jumbled togciher without diftin¢ction, 
and mixed up without a fingle grain of either regularity or critical 
inveflization. In a word, | difcover a dependent Hittorian in the 
pay of a Bookfeller; a writer whofe fole riches are (if | may venture 
on the exprefion) an abundant fterility. The continuaters of his 
work have doubtlefs, followed a different method, and [ am told that 
the Public read their labours with a degree of p!eafure. 

‘Tam at a lofs to tell whether the foreign hiftories have been 
treated more fuccefsfully than our own. Of Mariana I know no- 
thing; and, therefore, I fhould aét riaiculoufly were IL to attempt to 
criticife his work, Neverthelefs, | could venture to lay a wager, that 
a Spanith Jefuis muit unavoidably have written a very poor Hidory of 
Spain. An unorincipled ecclefiaftic is verfed only in intrigues ; and 
he who never wanders from the rigid pale of orthodoxy, mx/ continue 
ignorant of thofe political traths which he defpifes. A Canon of St, 
Genevieve, whofe name | have forgotten, has given us a Hitory of 
the Empire. Having read a few pages, I thought it fufficient to run 
loofely over the remaining paflages of the work; but, even of this 
difgufting tafk 1 foon became fatigued. Rapin has, indeed, ftudied 
the [nelith and their Conftitution with more care and accuracy than 
the other hiftorians. His views are upright; he loves juttice; and 
his fyitem: of politics is built upon the ground of the principles of na- 
turs! law; bur the progrefs of his narrations is flow and tirefome ; 
and, unfortunately, he interweaves his work with a!l of thofe mate- 
rials which he has had the trouble to collect together. He is, indeed, 
learned ; but he wants rate. The defcriptons in Hume run on 
more rapidly; yet, not knowing his nation, heis, of courfe, unable 
to mark out and afcertain the influence of the national charatler as 
blended with the events which he relates, His own refiections are 
common; and refult too frequently from thofe falfe polities of which 
morality muit difapprove. Having begun his hiitory at the end, and 
without examining and unravelling the chain which connects together 
al] the ages and all the occurrences of a nation, it is not ailonifhing 
that his Hiftory of the Stewarts fhould prove deficicnt in a multitude 
of defirable particulars. Afterwards, he carried his work ep tothe 
ancient Britons ; and, here, we difcover only an billorian whofe read- 
ing is confined to Chrénicles. Of the law of the Normans. he, cer- 
tainly, was ignorant; and all his remarks concerning the polity of 
the Fiefs are unintelligible ; or, at leatt, I could not uncerfand them. 
Father Orleans pretended to write a Hiflory cf the* Revolution. of 
England, Initead, there/ore, ot limiting his refearches to the wars 
in which the feveral princes engaved, be thould have deferibed the 
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government ofthe Britons, the Anglo-Saxons, the Danes and the 
Normans, becavfe, from thefe different Conititutions, as from their 
falient point, iflued the different interefts, the quarrels, the troubles, 
and the revolutions which have agitated England. Oh! what a 
pleafant hiflorian is this Father Orleans! Not a fyllable of informa- 
tion will he condefcend to give us with refpeét to Magna Charta, be- 
caufe he thinks it fully fufficient to have called it the Rock upon 
which the regal authority was dafhed to pieces, and the fource of 
thofe commotions which afterwards prevailed in England. I: moft, 
however, be confefled that Father Orleans intended to confine his la- 
bours to thofe changes which Religion had experienced fubfequent to 
the reign of the eighth Henry. Why, therefore, did he not give his 
work a title more fuitable to its nature? Having reached this epoch, 
he appears much more the mafter of his fubjedt; he proceeds with a 
more firm and rapid ftep ; and we might actually conclude him wor- 
thy to have written Hittory, but that his prejudices would not fuffer 
him always to perceive and to divulge the truth. 

‘ The Flittory of Scotland, by ‘Buchanan, fhould not be confounded 
with thofe works concerning which I have juft fpoken. In him, we 
trace a writer of a fuperior genius, formed upon the principles and 
the richly crowded {chool of great hiflorians. His narratives are full 
of life and animation ; and he appreciates, with juft difcernment, the 
virtues and the vices. His reflections, a!ways fhort, include a fund 
of pointed fenf2 and flrong meaning, which actually invice the reader 
to meditate upon the fubje&s to which they were directed. He has 
painted the manners and the paflions with a conliderable degree of 
force and truth. [iis hiftory is concife; becaufe, regarding it as 
written for the inflru€tion of pofterity, he thought it unbecoming to 
Joad it with thofe trifles which amuie our curioiity in memoirs that 
fink, afier a lapfe of time, into oblivion, and only wait for their ex- 
tinction uncil the appearance, amidit a fucceeding generation, of new 
memorials, preguant with the fame idle abfurdisies, under different 
appellations. 

* I could have wifhed that Buchanan had attended not lefs than 
the ancient hittorians to the defcription of the government and of the 
public law of the nation. Not that he has totally omitted to inter- 
iperfe within his work feveral remarks seplete with valuab’e initruc- 
tion relative to thefe fubjeéts; but, they are feparated at t-o great a 
diftance from each other to produce the effect which I fo much defire; 
an effect gained by a more modern writer (the celebrated Rodert/on) 
who, with a requilite propriety, has colle&ed together into one ma{s 
all the particyars immediately conneéted with the feodal conflitution 
of the Scots. An hiflorian cannot place too flight a dependence upon 
either the inclinations or the efforts of his readers to rife above their 
yenerally natural negligence and idlenefs. It is neceflary to dart 
upon them with powerful and lengthened beams of light which may 
Irradiate their wandering minds, enable them to look up to the caufes 
of events, and to obferve with eafe, or rather with pleafure, the feve-~ 
ral chains which link them to each other; and this, peshaps, is the 
moft uncommon and the moft difficult art which it is poflible for an 
hiforian to poflefs.’ 

The tranilation of this work, as the Reader will perceive 
dom the above extracts, is tolerably well executed, FE. 
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Art. V. JA Hiftory of Ireland; from the earlie% Period to the 
prefent Time. In a Series of Letters addrefied to William 


Hamilton, Efq. By William Crawford, A. M. one of the Chap- 


lains of the Firft Tyrone Regiment. 8vo. 2 Vols. 128, fewed. 
Printed in Ireland, at Strabane, 1783; and fold by Kearfly in 


London. 

HE account which Mr. Crawford gives of his own defign 
is as follows : 

‘ There was fcarcely an individual fo abforbed by felfith views as 
not to participate of the fpirit of national freedom with which the late 
fortunate concurrence of circumitances animated the people of this 
country. The hope that this admirable principle might in fome 
meafure be invigorated by tracing our to them the origin, the nature, 
and the progrefs of our conititution, and the various encroachments 
which ic has fuffered by the unjutt interference of the Britifh legifla- 
ture, was the motive which firlt induced me to engage in this under- 
taking. ‘Though to afcertain and to vindicate our rights has been 
my chief object, as neceflary to this defign, and to render the work 
more generally acceptable, I have given a comprehenfive view of the 
moft important and interefting facts in the hiltory of dieland, from the 


earlieft period to the prefent time,’ 
In this declaration, there can’ be no doubt of the Author’s 


fincerity, for the fpirit which breathes in this paragraph ani- 
mates the whole work; and it will unqueftionably obtain for 
him the warm applaufes of his countrymen, with, perhaps, 
other marks of diftinction, which may properly recompence 
fuch public fervices. Thus rewarded by his country, the 
inferior praife which belongs to an hiftorian, as fuch, Mr. 
Crawford will, doubtlefs, hold comparatively cheap; and will 
therefore fuffer little mortification, if he fhould find that his 
work is not ranked, by critics, in the firft clafs of hiftorical 
writings. If he fhould be thought deficient in what is com- 
monly reckoned the firft quality ot an hiftorian, smpartiality; and 
negligent in the lefs embellifhments of diétion, he will offer 
the ardour of his patriotifm in atonement for thefe defeéts ; and, 
by his countrymen (a majority of them at leaft), the atonement 
will certainly be accepted. But, in the eye of criticifin, thefe 
defects fo far diminifh the value of the work, as to put it out 
of our power to beftow upon it any high degree of applaufe. 
We fhall therefore content ourfelves with laying before our 
readers two extracts; the one as a f{pecimen of our Author’s 
narrative ftyle, the other as a tafte of his political {pirit. 

Mr. Crawford thus relates the memorable battle of the 
Boyne: 

‘ Early in the morning of the laft day of June, the Proteftant troops 
advanced to the banks of the Boyne. The Irith army was encamped 


on the oppofite fide, To their right lay Drogheda, which James 


occupied by a garrifon, on their lefs a difficult morafs, which com- 
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municated by a narrow pafs with the bridge of Slain, that lay three 
miles higher up the river, In front lay the Boyne, fecured by iteep, 
rugged banks, and fome pieces of artillery; on their rear lay the 
village of Donore and narrow pafs of Duleek. Donore ftcod on 
high ground, fiom which there was a profpect of the adjacent 
country, . 

‘ As King William was reconnoitring their fituation, he was ob- 
ferved by the enemy, a party of whom, under cover of a hedge, 
broveht down towards the river a field piece unperceived, and fired 
at him. The bail wounded him flightly. Upon this accident, num- 
bers of his attendants garhered around, anxious to know the injary 
he had received, and to give him the neceffary affiftance. From this 
circumilance, the Irifh concluded he was flain. ‘The report few to 
Dublin, and from thence to Paris, where it was firmly believed, and 
public :ejoicings made on account of it. 

‘ William, whom Providence mercifully preferved to be a farther 
blefling to thefe kingdoms, mounted his horfe, and rode through the 
camp, to diflipate any fears which his troops might have entertained, 
in refpect to his fafety. In the evening he called a council! of war, 
not to afk their opinion, the itate of his affairs being too critical to 
admit of deliberation, but to inform them, that he was refolved to 
pafs the Boyne next morning to fight the enemy, and to give fome 
jnttructions to the officers in their feveral departments. He did not 
then communicate to them the plen of the battle; when Jate he fent 
it to their tents. He fufpected that fome of them were difaffecied to 
his caufe, who, had they received earlier information of it, might 
have conveyed it to the Lrith. 

* According to the plan, the army was to be led to the charge in 
three divifions; that on the righ:, to be commanded by Count 
Schomberg and General Douglas; the center by Duke Schom- 
berg, and the le't by King William. The river had been carefully 
examined, and, in the places pointed out, was to be croffed feparately 
by each of theie divifions, 

‘ The army of William confifled of thirty-4x thoufand men, that 
of James, of thirty-three thoufand. 

* Early next morning, the aufpicious firft of July, the right wing 
fet off rapidly up the river. james faw this movement from the 
hcighis of Donore, and fuppofing that the whole of the Englith army 
would take the fame direction, fent off large detachments to the op- 
pofite banks of the river. Count Schomberg preffed on with fo much 
expedition, that before they could get forward to intercept him, 
he reached the ford above the bridge of Slain, which he in- 
tended to pafs, crofled it, and led his men down the river with 
intrepidity. Attonifhed at his boldnefs, the enemy gave way and 
fied. Encouraged by this fuccefs, the part of the center composed 
of the Dutch guards and Brandenburghers, the former leading the 
van, advanced to the Boyne, which they pafled with confiderable 
difficulty, diflodged the enemy, and made good their ground on the 
oppoiite bank. Here they formed, and advanced torwards, fup- 
ported by a body of Englifh, and by the French Hugonors, and the 
Danes, who by thistime had paffed the river. Upon their approach, 
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Jencral Hamilton, who with the horfe and a part of the Irifh infan- 

try, had been polted on the rifing grounds, attacked them with im- 
petuofity. Unable to withiland the fhock, they broke, and retreated 
in confufion. Here Caillemont, the brave leader of the Hugonots, 
received a mortal wound; as his foldiers were carrying him bleeding 
off the field of battle, he exerted his utmoft ftrength, and thus an- 
mated his men to recover their loft honour, with his expiring breath, 
‘To glory, my boys! to glory!” At this critical moment, Duke 
Schomberg, with a corps ce referve, paifed rapidly through the 
river, placed himfelf at the head of the Hugonots, and pointing to 
fome French regiments which he meant to attack, ‘* Come on gen- 
‘© tlemen,”’ fays he, ‘* there are your perfecutors.” He fpoke no 
more. As he was advancing to the charge, a party of Hamilton’s 
dragoons, who had pre fled on to the river, and were returning from 
the purfuit, as they pafled by, wounded and took him prifoner. The 
Hugono:s fired upon them in a hurry, without knowing that Schom- 
berg was among them, and unfortunately killed him. 

‘The center of both armies had now recovered from their con- 
fufion, and were again preparing to engage, when the atcention of 
the right wing of the irith was turned to King William, who, 
having croffcd the river towards Drogheda, was bearing down upon 
them rapidly, at the head of his cavalry, They fhrank from the 
attack, wheeled about, and retreated; bat afer a littie, they faced 
round, and atracked the Englifh horfe with {uch fpirit, that they 
forced them in their turn to give way. The Ennifkilieners were 
near. In this emergence, his Majefy rode up tothem, and alked, 
‘© What will you do for me?” Their condu&t in this trying circum. 
ftance, was worthy of the honourabie character they had hitherto 
fultained. They advanced with intrepidity to the charge. After 
fome time, the infantry of the enemy were finally repulfed. Their 
horfe likewife refufed longer to fultsin the conflict. Nothing now 
remained for the oflicers, but to co!lect their fcartered forces, and to 
conduct the retreat, which they did with creat order and -regue 
Jarity. 

‘In this memorable and decifive engapement, the poodnefs of 
Providence to thefe nations, which hoth {to often appeared in their 
favour, was fignally manifeftted Upon it deoended the fafety of the 
Proteftant rel'giun, and the liberty of the Briciih empire. From the 
prefent critical fivuation of affairs, there is every reafon to fuppofe, 
that had James been vittorious, he would have been reinftated on 
the throne, Irritared by oppofition, triumphanc over all his enemies, 
and free from every retiraint, nothing then could ha-e been expeRed, 
but that he would have trampled upon oor rights, civil and religious, 
and adopted the mott arbiirary defigns, as the reling principles of his 
Povernment, 

* In the batrle of the Boyne, the Englith lo® five hundred men, 
the Irith were {uppofed to have loft three times that number.’ 

After having given a fuil deta | of the rif and progrefs of the 
prefent Volunteers in [reland, he clofes his work thus: 

: But whiit Irithmen, without diftinétion, anise to maintain the 
coniuiution, they thould enlarge their views, end endeavour to reform 

it. 
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ite With all its boafted excellence, it Jabours under imperfections 
hoftile to the rights of freemen. ‘The reprefentation of the people, in 
the great national] fenate, is, in many inftances, arbitrary, partial, 
and inadequate. 

‘ So long as a majority of the commons is compofed of members 
for boroughs, which, compared wich the nation at large, are infig- 
nificant, and where a few individuals, devoted to the felhth and im- 
perious will of a ftill f{maller number of abfolote grandees, have the 
fole power of election, a f{pirit of venality mutt pervade the political 
fyftem. To extirpate this radical evil, to procure fuch an addition 
to the commons as will render them the real and more equal repre- 
fentatives of the people, to eftablif a mode of eleCtion which would 
place the freehold tenantry, upon fuch occafions, beyond the cog- 
nizance and the power of landlords, who vfurp a moft unrighteous 
domination over their liberty and the diflates of their confcience, are 
objeéts which fhould engage the fpirited and perfevering efforts of 
every friend to the true intereft of his country. If they were obtained, 
and our parliament ftill more limited in its duration, we might flatter 
ourfelves with the hope of enjoying not only external but internal 
freedom. We might hope, that as the parliament of England have 
rejinquithed all claim of legiflative authority over us, her minifters, 
and our own, would ceafe to corrupt our reprefentatives. Then the 
balance of the conftitution would be preferved, which, at prefent, is 
injured by an ariltocratica] influence that deftroys the freedom of the 
Jegiflative body, and extends through all the departments of ftate, 
Men, dependent on the crown by places and penfions, would not have 
a voice in parliament. Provifion wou!d be made for the fupport of 
lrith ambaffadors at foreign courts, who would pay more attention 
to our intercfts, efpecially to commercial tranfaétions, which are of 
fo much confequence to our profperity, than thofe fent from a coun- 
try whofe concerns they muit always prefer to thofe in which the 
advantage of this kingdom is involved. From a regard to the fafety 
of Ireland in future, to fupport its independence, and to prevent dif- 
putes with England, which has relinquifhed tor ever all claim to 
power in ref{pect to our maritime affairs, fuch a naval force would be 
eftablithed, as would be fufficient, in time of war, to protect our 
trade and our coails from the depredations of cur enemies. Our laws 
would be revifed. Thofe which relate to crimes would be foftened 
in the punifhments they inflict, fo as not to violate the principles of 
juftice and humanity. The revenue laws, which are fo hoftile to the 
rights of the fubjeét that they ought not to be tolerated ina free ttate, 
would be entirely changed. The price of Jand, having reduced mul- 
titudes to a ftate of wretchednefs, would be reduced upon the fame 
principle which has confined the value cf other articles within the 
Jimits of moderation, That we might reap the expected advantage 
from our extended liberty of commerce, flatutes would be enacted to 
cherith our arts, trades, and manufactures, In equaliziog the duties 
upon articles imported froin the Welt Indies, a ds> regard would be 
paid to the relative fiswation and riches of England ond this country, 
that the change which has taken place in that branch of trade, may 


be beneficial and not hurtful to us. 
‘ If 
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‘If the people were fairly reprefented in the great legiflative coune 
cil, the members elected by them could not have an intereft feparate 
from that of their conftituents, and thefe, with every other advan- 
tage, would be obtained, conducive to national profperity. The 
influence of a minifter, whofe unconftitutional principles and mea- 
fures of government have tarnifhed the glory and fhaken the founda- 
tions of the Britifh empire, has rendered unfuccefsful the late at- 
tempt to reform the parliament of England; this, inftead of dif- 
couraging, fhould furnifh us with a new motive to be ftrenuous in 
purfuit of the fame object, as it is an additional proof of the pollu- 
tion of a fource from whence have flowed upon us large ftreams 
of corruption. It would be honourable to encreafe the reputation 
we have already acquired, by fetting before our fifter country, in 
this inftance, an example of public virtue. Irifhmen, united in their 
defires and exertions for accomplifhing this effential improvement of 
the conftitution, muft be fuccefsful. 

‘ The period of returning to parliament new members faft ap- 
proaches. Should thofe chofen by the counties and independent 
boroughs, though the minority, be men of approved integrity, their 
efforts, infpirised by the inftruétions of their conflituents and fup- 
ported by the general voice, would be irrefiftible, An incentive 
more glorious cannot be conceived. Never was there a time when 
the public mind was fo well prepared for being s¢tuated by its utmoft 
force. The vigour and the fentiments which have wrought for us fo 
great and fo unexpected a deliverance, fhould animate our freeholders 
to fpurn every attempt of connexions or of power to make them 
proftitute their votes; fhould teach them, on the day of election, to 
examine the objects of their choice with an attentive, difcriminating 
eye, and to reject with indignation the fervile inftruments of venality 
and corruption. If the flame of patriotifm, which, for almoft five 
years, has burned in the breafts of our people with fo pure and fo 
bright a luftre be not permitted to die, if Irifhmen continue to be 
jut to themfelves, what a coincidence of circumftances diffufe a 
cheering light upon our profpect! Emancipated from foreign bond- 
age; by the bleiling of peace, our intercourfe, with new advantages, 
cpened with the feveral nations of Europe, with Africa, with the 
Weit Indies, with our brethren in America, who, after a glorious 
fiuggle, have, with us, attained the accomplifhment of their 
wilhes.’ 

Thefe bold propofals are made fo much in the ftyle of politi- 
cal confequence, that we cannot fuppofe them to be the mere 
fuggeftions of the Author’s wifdom and zeal: he has cer- 
tainly been admitted to the private ear of fome very great 
man, and has, fomewhat unwittingly, difclofed the fecrets of 
the cabinet. 

The epittolary form is adopted in this work, without any 
obvious meaning or effect. 

t> We are forry there is no Index. An omiffion of this 


kind is particularly inexcufable in a Hiffory. EB, 
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Art. VI. Memoirs of the Baftille. Containing a full Expofition of 
the myfterious Policy and defpotic Oppreffion of the French Go- 
vernment, in the interior Adminittration of that State-Prifon, 
Interfperfed with a variety of curious Anecdotes. Tranflated from 
the French of the celebrated Mr, Linguet, who was imprifoned 

_ there from Sept. 1780 to May 1782. 12mo. 3s. Keariley. 1783. 


HIS work chiefly confifts of a detail of the Author’s 

fufferings, and a juftification of his conduét, in the affair 
which occafioned his imprifonment. It is written with all the 
ardour of one who feels himfelf injured. Detached from the 
Author’s perfonal affairs, the Reader will find little information 
concerning that mighty engine of tyranny, the Baftille, of which 
he may not have already received, from a Jate publication, 
Hiftorical Remarks and Anecdotes on the Baftille; tranflated 
by Mr. Howard.—See Review, Vol. LXIV. p. 95. 
_ Asa fpecimen of the piece, we fhall extract the following 
Creadful picture of the fituation of a prifoner fuddenly attacked 
by difeafe. 

‘ As to thofe tranfitory complaints, or fudden attacks, which can 
only be obviated by ready afliftance and immediate application, a 
prifoner mutt either be perfectly free from them, or muft fink under 
them if they are fevere; for it would be in vain to look for any im- 
mediate fuccour, particularly during the night. Each room is fe- 
cured by two thick doors, bolted and locked, both within and 
without; and each tower is fortified with one ftill ttronger. The 
turnkeys lie in a building entirely feparace, and at a confiderable 
diftance: no voice can poffibly reach them. 

* The only refource left, is to knock at the door: but will an 
apoplexy, or an hemorrhage, leave a prifoner the ability to do it? 
It is even extremely doubtful, whether the turnkeys would hear the 
knocking ; or whether, once lain down, they would think proper to 
hear it. 

‘ Thofe, neverthelefs, whom the diforder may not have deprived 
of the ufe of their legs and voice, have {till one method left of apply- 
ing for afliftance. The ditch, with which the caftle is furrounded, is 
only an hundred and fifty feet wide: on the brink of the oppofite 
bank is placed a gallery, called the paflage of the rounds; and on 
this gallery the centinels are pofted. The windows overlook the 
ditch; through them, therefore, the patient may cry out for juccour : 
and if the interior grate, which repels his breath, as was betore ex- 
plained, is not carried too far into the chamber; if his voice is 
powerful; if the wind is moderate; if the centinel is not afleep, it is 
not impoflible but he may be heard. 

* The foldier mutt then cry to the next centry; and the alarm 
muft circulate from one centry to another, till it arrives at the guard- 
room. ‘lhe corporal then goes forth to fee what is the matter ; and, 
when informed from what window the cries iffue, he returns back 
again the fame way (all which takes up no inconfiderable time), and 
paiies through the gate into the interior of the prifon. He then calls 
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up one of the turn-keys; and the turn-key proceeds to call up the 
lackey of the King’s Lieutenant, who mult a!fo awaken his matter, 
in order to get the key: for all, without exception, are depofited 
every night at that officer’s lodging. ‘There is no garrifon, where in 
time of war the fervice is more ftri@ly carried on than in the Bantille. 
Now againit whom do they make war? 

‘ The key is fearched for: it is found. The furgeon muf then 
be called up: the chaplain muaift alfo be roufed, to complete the 
efcort. All thefe people mutt neceffarily drefs themfelves: fo that, 
in about two hours, the whole party arrives with much baftle at the 
jick man’s chamber, : 

‘ {hey find him, perhaps, weltering in his blood, and in a ftate 

Finfeniidility, as happened to me; or fuffucated by an apoplexy, 
as has happened to others, Whar eps they take, when he is irre- 
coverably gone, I know not: if he ftill pofleffes fome degree of 
refpiration, or if he recovers it, they feel his pulfe, defire him to 
have patience, tel! him they will write next day to the phyfician, and 
then with him a good night, 

‘ Now this phyfician, without whofe authority the furgeon-apo- 
thecary dare not fo much as adminifter a pill, refides at the Zai/lerées, 
at three miles diftance from the Bafi/le. He has other practice: he 
has a charge near the King’s perfon; another near the Prince's. 
His duty often carries him to Verfailles; his retarn muft be waited. 
He comes at length: but he hasa fixed annual tipend, whether he 
do more or lefs; and, however honeft, he muft naturally be in- 
clined to find the diforder as flight as may be, in order that his vifits 
be the lefs required. ‘hey are the more induced to believe his re- 
prefentations, inafmuch as they are apt to fufpect exaggeration in 
the prifoner’s complaints: the negligence of his drefs, the habitual 
weaknefs of his body, and the abjection no lefs habitual of his mind, 
prevent them from obférving any alteration in his countenance, or in 
his pulfe; both are afways thefe of a fick man: thus he is oppreffed 
with a triple affii€tion; firlt, of his diforder; fecondly, of feeing 
him/elf fufpected of impoflure, and of being an object of the raillery 
or of the feverity of the officers, for the monfers do not abfain from 
them even in this fituation of their prifoner; thirdly, of being de- 
prived of every kind of relief, ullthe diforder becomes fo violent as 
to put his lile in danger. 

* And even then, 1f they give any medicines, it is but an addi. 
tional torment to him. T'he police of the prifon muft be ftriétly 
obferved: every prifontr fhut up by himfelf, by day and night, whe- 
ther fick or in health, fees his turn-key, as I have before obferved, 
only three timesa day. When a medicine is brought him, they fet 
it on the table, and leave it there, It is his bufinefs to warm it, to 
prepare it, to take care of himfelf during its operation; happy, if 
the cook has been fo generous as to viclate the rules of the houfe, 
by referving him a little broth; happy, if the turn-key has been 
poficiied of the humanity to bring it, and the goverror to allow ir. 
Such is the manner in which they treat the ordinary fick, or thofe 
— have ftrength enough to crawl fiom their brd to tne fire- 
bE aces 
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¢ But when thy are reduced to the laft extremity, and unable ta 
raife themfelves from their worm-eaten couch, they are allowed a 
uard. Wow let us fee what this gvardis. An invalid foldier, ftupid, 
clownifh, brutal, incapable of attention, or of that tendernefs {6 
requifite in the care of a fick perfon. But what is ftill worfe, this 
foldier, when once attached to you, is never again permitted to leavé 
you; but becomes himfelf a clofe prifoner. You mutt firit, there- 
fore, purchafe his confent to fhut himfelf up with you during your 
captivity; and if you recover, you muft fupport, as well as you can, 
the ill-humour, difcontent, reproaches, and vexation of this com- 
panion, who will be revenged on you in health for the pretended 
fervices he has rendered you in ficknefs.’ 

The following account of the Author is prefixed by the 


Tranflator : 
‘ Mr. Linguet, was for ten years one of the moft diftinguifhed 


counfellors of the parliament of Paris. He fhone equally in oratory 
and compojfition. I: has been remarked, that of a hundred and 
thirty caufes, al] of them important, in which he had engaged dur- 
ing that period, he lot only nine. His enemies attributed this 
unparalleled fuccefs to the charms of his eloquence ; his more candid 
judges, to the delicacy which direfled him in the choice of his 
{uits. 

‘ Whil Mr. Linguet was thus difplaying his ufeful and active 
talents at the bar, he employed himielf likewife in the cultivation 
of polite literature and philofophy. The boldnefs of his principles, 
the novelty of his views, and too great a freedom in his examination 
of the fyftems eftablifhed and the fects prevailing in France, made 
him powerful enemies, even in the miniftry, in that country, where, 
as it is well known, there is at leaft as much cabal and party-fpirir 
as in Our own; with this difference, that in England the objets are 
great, and the means public; whereas in France, parties are formed 
and imbittered for trifles, and myftery prefides over intrigue. : 

* In the revolution which fome years ago interrupted all judicial 
Order in France, Mr. Linguet having fuffered, on the part of the 
parliament of Paris, and, ultimately, on that of government itfelf, 
thofe fhocking injuries of which the particulars may be feen in a work 
which he publifhed three years ago *, fought an afylum in England. 
He there undertook a periodical work, entitled Annales Politiques, 
Civiles, &F Littéraires da 1eme Sié le; which met with a very fa- 
vourable reception throughout Eurcye.This had been preceded by a 
printed letter tothe Count de Vergeares, one of the French minifters, with 
whom he had mott caufe to be difiatisfied. This letter has been con- 
fidered by the critics as a ftriking monument of energy, eloquence, 
and candour. It was of fech a nature as to leave a deep and laftiag 
impreflion on the mind; and it is fafficiently evident that it has rot 
failed of this effect. 

‘ At the approach cf the rupture between England and France, 
Mr. Linguet, having quited the former, through a patriotic delicacy 
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which has been regretted, though not cenfured, by the Exgli>; and 
having perfuaded himfelf, that on the parole of the Count de Ver- 
gennes he might go to France to profecute his interefis there ; he was 
arrefted, on the 27th of September 1780, by virtue of a Lestre-deo 
cachet, and corduted to the Ba/ffille, where he remained fall twenty 


months.’ 
EnGLisHMAN! art thou duly fenfibie of tly happinefs, in 


being a citizen of that bleft country in which Baffilles and 
inguifitions 2re unknown, except in the horrid recitals imported 
from the neighbouring fhores of defpotifm and flavery’ JR, 





Art. VIL. Outlines cf Mineralogy, Tranflated from the Original of 
Sir Vorbern Bergman. By William Withering, M.D. &c. Bir- 
mingham. 8vo, zs. 6d. fewed, Cadell, &c. 1783. 

NOTHER of the valuable produétions of this celebrated 

A chemift, which happily has fallen info the hands of a 

tranflator who has not only done ample juftice to the author, in 

oint of accuracy and elegant perfpicuity, but has added to the 
value of the performance by fevera) ufeful notes. 

The Latin original, printed at Leipzig, appeared inthe year 
1782. Its title (/ciagraphia mineralis) as well as the author’s 
very modeft preface, fhew the moderate opinion which he him- 
fclf entertains of the work in its prefent ftate, or rather of the 
{tate of the fcience to which this ferves as an intredudction ;— 
but the promife he makes of republifhing this fketch as foon as 
future experiments will enable him to correct and enlarge it, 
juttifies our expeCtation that, confidering the rapid progrefs now 
making in chemiftry, it cannot fail. to become a book of the 
firft confequence in that branch of philofophy. His arrange- 
ment of minerals is founded on the conftituent principles of the 
feveral fubftances ; a method which, as Dr. Withering obferves, 
may be improved, but never exploded. It confifts of genera and 
fpectes; the former deriving their charaéters from the prevalent 
component parts, the latter from the diverfity of the compo- 
fition. Varictzes,‘as they depend on external appearance, are 
omitted for the prefent. 

“After an introductory chapter, fhewing the advantages of this 
method of arrangement, the author diftributes all foffils into four 
clafles, the /aline, the earthy, the ixflammable, and the metallic. 
Undcr thefe heads the genera and /pecizs are enumerated, and 
many chemical properties and affinities of the fubfances are 
{pecified. I'wo appendixes are fubjoined, the firft containing 
a generic diftribution of the more complex combinations, fuch 
as falts with falts, falts with earths, Sc. The fecond an enu- 
meration of the foffils called petre factions, likewife diftributed in 
genera, whofe characters are derived from the genera of foffils 
arranged like the four clafles thereof, fuch as /aline earths with an 


organic form, filver with an crganic form, &c. 
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We fufpe& that fome ambiguity in the original has mifled the 
ingenious tranflator in § 33, where he renders acidum calcis pon- 
derofe by an acid conjoined to the calx pandeiofa. .We apprehend 
that this is not the acid of a ca/x ponderoja, but-father a ditiinct 
acid conjoined to common calcareous earth, fince, in fact, in 
another place, § 97, the tungften is mentioned as a ca!x fatu- 
rated with a peculiar acd, perchaps of a metallic nature, for 
which the author himfelf refers us to the above § 33, and feems 
ta think it the fame as the acid there mentioned. He will pro- 
bably, for the future, make ufe of the exprefhon acidum cailcis 
ponderofum. 

We cannot clofe this account without pointing out 2 parti- 
cular paflage, which, in our opinion, opens a wide field to 
chemical analyfis. After indicating the method of procuring 
the acid of arfenic free from philog fton and its calcareous bafis, 
the author proceeds, * Thefe phcenomena are well worthy of 
obfervation, as they feem to Jay open the nature of metals in 
general. From analogy, it is probable that every metal con- 
tains a radical acid of a peculiar nature, which, with a certain 
quantity of phlogitton, is coagulated into a metallic calx ; but 
with a larger quantity, fufficient to faturate it, forms a complete 
metal, The radical acid retains the coagulating phlogifton 
much more ffrongly than that which is neceflary to the fatura- 
tion. But different metallic acids retain both with different 
degrees of attraction, In order to obtain thefe radical acids, 
we mutt feparate them from the coagulating phlogifton. If the 
induftry of chemifts ever effects this, 1 am confident that metal- 
lurgy will be wonderfully elucidated. This therefore is a tafk 
to which our labours muft be diref&ted. I know that analogy 
muft be cautioufly trufted, but it at Jeait leads us to new expe- 
riments. Hitherto this operation has only fucceeded with 
arfenic *; and it is worth notice, that this metal, which hoids 
the fifth place with refpeét to its quantity of phlogifton, fhould 
be inferior to all others with regard to the attraétion by which 
the coagulating quantity.1s retained.’ Pp. 


2 








Ari. VIII. The Sad Stephe a: Or, a Vale of Robtn Hood, a Frag- 
ment, written by Ben Jonfon. With a Consnuation, Notes, and 
an Appendix. 8vo. 38. 6d. Nichols, &c. 1785. 

HE fragment of the Sad Shepherd of Ben Jonfon, lke the 
Faithful Shepherdefs of Fletcher, is a thronger proof of she 
poetical genius, than of the dramatic art of its aurbor. Ficta 
cher’s Pattoral Di ogue was condemned on its -firtt reprefenta- 
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© ihe au bor feems here ta have fo got wat fhe has hmied fat 9 
§ 2, Of the acidum molybdane: and we learn that he hes iincve ¢ f- 
cc vered another cf theie metallic acids, which ke has celued acidem 
Sfacritis. 
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tion; and, though afterwards revived by royal funfhine, foon 
languifhed again, and fell into decay upon the ftage. Contem- 
porary poets, and fucceeding critics, have reprobated the tafte- 
Jefs age, that liftended, with the ears of Midas, to the work of 
Apollo; yet the continued negle& of that paftoral, which no 
one has attempted to reftore to the theatre, feems to have ratified 
the original fentence on its inefficience as a drama, however ex- 
cellent it may appear as a poem. Had Jonfon ever put the laft 
hand to the Sad Shepherd, its fate would moft probably have beert 
fimilar ; for that it was deftined to the flage, we cannot, with 
the prefent editor, confider as doubtful. ‘The prologue teftifies 
its intended reprefentation. 

The fragment of Ben Jonfon here republifhed with the notes 
of Whalley, according to his text, breaks off about the middle 
of the third aét, where, of courfe, the prefent continuation begins ; 
of which the author, after enumerating in his preface ** various 
attempts to copy the ftyle and manner of feveral of our moft 
celebrated poets,” {peaks in thefe terms: 

¢ The work now fubmitted to the public ftands in a very different 
predicament from any I have mentioned, or alluded to; for though 
it can neither help us ** to paint the lilly,” or ‘* throw a perfume on 
the violet ;” it may, by an humble attendance on, give a confequence 
to, or by its meannefs degrade, the company it has had the temerity 
to intrude into. Yet is not this arduous attempt to continue and 
complete the juftly-admired Pattoral of the Sad Shepherd arrogantly, 
but ‘tin trembling hope” annexed to the original Fragment by Jon- 
fon; to become, fhould it be found worthy, his by adoption; or, if 
** all too mean,” to be rejected, and configned to its deferved oblivion, 
_ ©The new part of the third a&t is written, it is prefumed, agreeably 
to the plan laid down in Jonfon’s arguments; which, though he did 
not finifh the dialogue for it, appears to contain all the intended bu- 
finefs of that act; the remainder is intirely invented: at leaft there 
is no other clue tranfmitted to us, whereby to guefs at the Author’s 
ultimate defign, than that Reuben, a devout hermit, in the lift of per- 
fons, is called, The Recenciler; which I have accordingly made him, 
I am aware that many paflages may be thought unneceflarily long and 
tedioys ; fome even in the original, would, were it not for their great 
beauty, be deemed fo: but the piece was never intended by me, 
whatever it might have been by Joafon, for reprefentation; and we 
often read with attention and delight a length of monologue or dia- 
jogue, that would be infufferable on the itage.’ 

Speaking afterwards of the arguments prefixed by Jonfon to his 
feveral acts, the continuator fays : 

* To the two laft acts there are no arguments prefixed ; for what 
purpofe could they anfwer, but the bad one of pre-informing the 
reader of what he fhould learn in the gradual progrefs of the poem ? 
and Iam cf opini¢n that Jonfon, had he lived to have completed 
and publifhed his Sylvan ‘lale, would have fuppreffed the three ar- 
guments handed down to us, As the matter now ftands, it isa 
happy circumitarce that, by the completion of the third argument, 
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we are informed of the Poet’s defign throughout that at ; and it were 
‘* a confummation devoutly to be wifhed,” though the dialogue had 
been wanting, that we had arguments for the remainder of the Story, 
as intended by The Maker: the incidents he had, or would have, 
planned, muft ( paft doubt muff) have been produttive of much more 
interefting fituations than can be expected in this weak effay to fupply 
his deficience.’ ; 

The preface concludes with the two following paragraphs : 

‘ Mr. Whalicy, ia his elegantly- pathetic lamentation for the lofs of 
the remainder of Jonfon’s Paftoral, {ubjoined to his and the prefent 
edition, aptly compares what we have of it to the remains of an 
ancient piece of {culpture, 

‘I will adopt the idea; and in extenuation of the boldnefs of my 
undertaking, obferve that although part of the celebrated Venus de 
Medicis is faid'to be of (comparatively) modern workmanfhip, and 
very inferior to that of the antique flatue, to which it is adjoined ; 
yet as, by means of fuch addition, it now appears without mutilation, 
and fills the eye and mind with a view and contemplation of a perfec? 
avbole; fo Jonfon’s Sad Shepherd having come down to us in nearly 
the fame predicament in which that precious relick of ftatuary ftood, 
before fome ventrous hand attempted its completion; I prefume to 
fay, that however inferiour the modern part now added may, and in- 
evitably muft be, to the exquifite fragment we were before poffefied 
of ; yet, if executed at all in the manner and fpirit of the original, it 
will give the work at leaft a feeming perfectnefs; though ever fo 
fhort of that perfection, to which ‘* Rare Ben” himfclf, bad he finifhed 
it withan untired hand, would certainly bave wrought it.’ 

The author of the work before us difcovers, in his contenuation, 
as well as in his noses and appendix, an intimate acquaintance with 
the productions of our old Englifh poets. His continuation, of 
which he fpeaks fo modeftly, is by no means contemptible ; 
though we think it, in point of ftyle, as well as conduct, liable 
to exception. ‘T’he language, duly allowing for the obfolete 
caft of it, is eafy and fowing ; but rather in the manner of 
Allan Ramfay, than of Jonfon. In fpeaking of the fable, we 
would not with to “‘ turn what fhould be grave to farce ;” yet 
we could noi help obferving on the perufal, that it feemed to be 
conitructed too nearly on the principles of the Humane Society. 
The whole doctrine of the recovery of perfons, that appear to 
be drowned, is fo clearly laid down, and we are infpired with 
fuch early hopes of the revival of AZglamour, that we are in 
Jittle or no pain for his voluntary lover’s leap into the Trent. 
The reft of the incidents alfo are, in our opinion, {till more 
foreign to the manner, and probable intention, of Jonfon. Even 
the new part of the third act is not, as the continuator pro- 
fefles, ‘* written agreeably to the plan laid down by Jonfon.” 
His argument to the third a@ gives no authority for the fcene of 
Robin Hood’s bower in the continuation, containing the loves of 
Amie and Karolin, Lionel. and Mellifleur. The remainder of 
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the piece ftrays, we think, ftill wider from the traé of the ori- 
sinale The fternnefs and feverity of Old Ben accords but ill 
with the overflowing good-nature of the imitator, whofe chief 
with feems to have been to promote the prefent and future hap- 
pinefs of all his perfonages, by reforming every body, and marry- 
ing every body. All the characters, good or evil, ordinary or 
preternatural, had Jonfon completed the piece, would pro- 
bably have been continued, as they were begun, to the conclu- 
fion, according to the precept of his mafter Horace; and the 
knot of the drama, if we may judge from the hint in his iff of 
perfons, would have been unticd by Reuben, the Reconciler. Ac- 
cording to a fimilar hint in the iame lift, we may conclude that 
Maudlin, Douce, Lorell, and Puck Hairy, would have fuftained 
their original charaéters, and have conftantly appeared, as The 
Troubles unexpected. 

The zotes and appendix, though rambling and defultory, con- 
tain many fenfible and judicious obfervations, and much curious 
matter; particularly the extracts from the ** old profe morality 
of William Bulleyn,” as well as the quotations from ‘* the 
poems of Robert Southwell.” 

From the dedication to Mr. King, and from fome extrava- 

ant encomiums on other living performers at our theatres, we 
fhould conclude the author himfelf to be an humble retainer to 
the ftage. His work, however, in fpite of fome peculiarities, 
abounds with inftru@ion and entertainment; and we think him 
entitled, like the old comedians, to take leave with an invocation 
of favour and applaufe, 
Valete, et plaudite. Cc 





—— 


Art. IX. Aa Hiorical View of the State of the Unitarian Do&rine 
and Worfoip, from the Reformation to our own Times; with tome Ac- 
count of the ObitruGtions it has met with in different Pericds. By 
Theophilus Lindfey, A.M. 8vo, 6:. johnion. 1733. 


E have always thought that in difputable points, efpe- 

cially thofe of a religious kind, it becomes us to {peak 

and write with modefty and candour. Jf any points can be 
termed difputable, we fuppofe, the fubject to which the volume 
now before us relates mutt be allowed in fome meafure to be 
fuch, fince it has in every age been a cau(e of contention in the 
Coriftian world. It has not only hurt, but aftonifhed us greatty, 
to obferve the prefumption, the rancour and virulence with 
which fome perfons, deeming themfelves orthodox, have {poke 
and written on the topic ; manifefting, that while they pleaded 
for a truth of the Gofpel, as they apprehended, they were, in 
thefe inftances at leaft, void of its fpirit; for if we can judge 
any thing of its tenor, it is that of humility, forbearance, and 
E 2 love, 
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love. To thefe charaéteriftics Mr. Lindfey, miffaken or not in 
his opinions, feems to us to maintain a careful and unremitting 
attention. Convinced, and fatisfied himfelf, he offers his rea- 
fons to the confideration of others, not in a dogmatical and 
overbearing manner, but in the fpirit of meeknefs and liberality. 
This, all who candidly read his works, will, without doubt, ac- 
knowledge ; and they will alfo allow, that if he is confident, it 
is a confidence founded on, what appears to him, a difcovery of 
truth, after which he has been a diligent enquirer. 

Having exhibited the ftate of the Unitarian doétrine at, and 
foon after, the Reformation, the third chapter, which confifts 
of fix fections, is chiefly employed in an account of Socinus, and 
the controverfies he maintained with fome who were equally Unt- 
tarians with himfelf, but could not conacur in that worfhip of 
Jefus for which he ftrenuoufly pleaded. One of thefe fections, 
{omewhat out of time, treats of the method in which the late 
Rifhop Newton has argued againft the Socinians, or Unitarians. 
There is, however, fome colour for introducing the fubjedt in 
this place, becaufe both the one and the other, though widely 
differing in fentiment, had ufed language of a fimilar kind, in 
fome parts of their difpute, and as Mr. Lindfey thinks, alike 
improper and cenfurable in each, Socinus, in his warmth to 
defend and promote the worfhip of Jefus, though he acknow- 
ledged that the Scriptures did not furniih us with any exprefs 
command, had rafhly faid, that the accounts they deliver are 
fuch, as mutt produce the conclufion, * that Chrift and his 
Apoftles are falfifiers and impoftors, and no credit is or ought to 
be given to what they fay; if he is not the objet of the 
Chriftian’s prayer and worfhip.’”, Dr. Newton, in a charge to 
the clergy of the diocefe of Briftol, has expreffions of the fame, 
or a yet ftronger kind. Mr. Lindfey very properly applies to 
each the anfwer which Mr, Locke gave, on an occafion of a 
like nature, to one who had attacked his Reafonablene/s of Chri/t- 
ianity; ** that it is difficult to fay how, confiftently with any 
true piety, a man can entertain fo vile a thought, or ufe fuch a 
profane expeffion of the Saviour of the world: to which he 
farther adds, © I would be far from faying that Secinus, of 
Bithop Newton, were men void of true piety, as I believe they 
had a great deal ; and it is a difpofition of mind that is particu- 
larly difcernible throughout all the writings of the former. But 
this may be faid concerning them, from the licenfe which both 
gave themfelves of afperfing the charaéters of Chrift and his 
Apoftles, on the fuppotition that their words were not agreeable 
to their interpretation of them; that they were men of ftrong 
pailions, unreafonably attached to their own conclufions, and 
impatient of contradiction about them, and perhaps (which is 
the deft apiiozy tat can be made for them) weakly imagined 
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that all revelation would fall to the ground and come to nothings 
if their particular fyftems concerning it, were not to be em- 
braced, and univerfally prevail.’ 

Our Author manifefts a becoming probity of mind, and love 
of truth in the farther account we have of Sacinus, whofe zeal, 
in fome refpects, bordered on perfecution, if it did not run all 
the length with which Ca/vin is chargeable in the affair of Ser- 


In the two following chapters, the Author confiders the 


vetus. 
{tate of the controverfy in the reigns of Queen Elizabeth, and of 


the Stuarts, and from the reftoration to the clofe of the laft cen- 
tury. Here we have particular accounts of Mr. John Biddle of 
the Univerfity of Oxford, who perifhed in prifon in 1662, and 
ot Mr. Thomas Firmin, whofe life was lately publifhed. The 
refent century furnifhes the names of Emlyn, Whifton, Dr. 
S. Clarke, Bifhop Hoadly, and Sir Ifaac Newton, two of whom 
fuffered in fupport of what they believed to be the truth ; and all 
feem to have agreed in the fame fentiment, though none appear 
to have coincided fully with Mr. Lindfey. How confiftently 
two of the above kept their ftations in the eftablifhed church, 
or accepted of higher promotion, we are not toenquire. * For 
how often,’ fays this Author, * do we meet with perfons, other- 
wife able and difcerning, who do not draw the confequences | 
from their opinions, which to indifferent judges feem almoft 
felf-evident, and therefore are not at all influenced by them.’ 

As Dr. Clarke’s amendments of the Liturgy have been 
adopted at the Chapel in Effex-itreet, Mr. Lindfey thinks him- 
felf obliged to offer his reafons for deviating, in fome inftances, 
from the fentiments of the Doétor ; on which head, accordingly, 
he employs feveral pages. 

The author of ** The Light of Nature purfued, &c.” long 
concealed from the Public under the name of Edward Search, 
Efq; * but now known to have been Abraham Tucker, Efq; of 
Beachworth Caftle, near Darking, Surry, is placed’ in this lift of 
Unitarians and Socinians. He reconciled his fentiments with 
tne forms of the eftablifhed church, of which he wasa member, 
and was led to it, we are informed, not from any fecular mo- 
tives, as he was a gentleman of independent fortune, but through 
fears of unhinging and difturbing the minds of ordinary Chritt- 
ians, Qn this our Author makes many pertinent ob/ervations. 

The feventh, and laft, chapter.of this volume, which, includ- 
ing the Preface, ‘contains very near fix hundred pages, relates 
circumftances of late years favourable, in the Author’s view, to 
the ¢ doctrine of the Divine: Unity.’ ~ Here Mr. L. gives an ac- 
count of the Chapel in Effex-ftreet; which introduces the 
names of Dr. Robertfon, Dr. John Jebb, Dr, Chambers, Mr, 
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Tyrrwhit, Mr, Evanfon, Mr. Maty, Mr. Harries, and Dr. 


Difney ; concerning each of thefe gentlemen we have a fhort 
detail; they all refigned their emoluments, or expectations, and 
broke off their connection with the eftablifhed church ; except 
Dr. Chambers, who feems to have continued in it till his death, 
declining farther preferment, and altering the liturgy according 
to his own fentiments; being prepared, we are told, to fubmit 
to the extremity of the law, had it been put in execution againft 
him, in which cafe, he wou!d have refigned his benefice. 

In the courfe of this work, other names, and authors, are in- 
troduced ; particularly the excellent and gentle Tillotfon, as he 
is properly termed ; to whofe charge on the Socinians is applied 
the old proverb: * He, the walls of whofe houfe are made of 
glafs, fhould be careful how he throws the firft ftone at his 
neighbour’s window.’ Dr. Doddridge alfo, to whom the terms 
excellent and gentle are well known to have alfo belonged, re- 
ceives a very refpectful tribute to his memory, and his labours ; 
at the fame time that he is mildly animadverted on, for what is 
here pronounced, ‘ a manifeft bias to turn paflages of Scripture 
in favour of the popular doétrine.” Some few inftances, which 
he thinks thus chargeable, are produced and criticifed by this 
writer ; who poflibly, though he has great candour, may be un- 
der fome degree of bias himfelf, and a Jittle too fharp in his cen- 
fure; fince there is reafon to think that few men have ufed 
greeter diligence to fatisfy themfelves as to Scripture knowledge 

han did Dr. Doddridge. | 

Among the refic€tions which the perufal of a colleétion of 
this kind fuggefts, we cannot avoid obferving, and lamenting, 
the ignorance of themfelves, which men fometimes betray, and 
the inconiiftency of their conduct. Of this we cannot produce 
a move glaring and ftriking proof, than in the behaviour of Arch- 
deacon Phiipot, a very eminent divine, who fuffered death for 
the Proteftant caufe, in the reign of Queen Mary. It is afto- 
nifhing, beyond what words can expreis, that this man, im- 
prifoned, for no crime, but on account of what he believed to 
be the truth, and prepared to defend it at the ftake, fhould, at 
the fame time, manifeft a moft bitter and virulent {pirit againft 
others, who had an equal right with him to judge for them- 
felves, for a difference in opinion. This he did, in a moft won- 
derful way, by expreffing his approbation of the fentence pafled 
on Joan of Kent, and by the iniolent treatment of his fellow 
priioners; fume Anabaptifis as they are here called, and we 
believe are fo called by Fox,—harmlefs, inoffenfive, and worthy 

eople, who held fentiments correfponding in a degree with 
thofe which Mr. Lindfey efpoufes. Philpos arraigns them with 
the greatett haughtinels and contempt ; and execrates them, not 
merely in an unchriftian, but in the moft favage and brutal 
, ‘manner ! 
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manner! Our author recites feveral paffages, and adds many juft. 
remarks on them: we are glad he does, becaufe the name of 
Philpot might feem, to fome, to give fanction to a conduct 
which no name, or authority, or caufe, could ever juftify, or 
eve} excufe. His temper and language leave little room to 
doubt his condemning thefe perfons to death, even with any 
kind of torments, had it been in his power. Yet this man was 
at the fame time willing to fuffer martyrdom himfelf, and actually 
did yield his life in the flames !—Alas !—fo it is; the hiftory of 
mankind, in general, however entertaining or inftructive, pre- 
fents us with weaknefs, error, fraud, violence, oppreffion, wick- 
ednefs and mifery ;—and the ftory of the beft, when fairly and 
impartially told, offers us but a very imperfect image of virtue ! 
Luther, learned, wife, and good, was paffionate, turbulent, and 
ferocious; Calvin, good and great as he, was, in one inftance, 
at leaft, a perfecutor; Socinus, though more mild and gentie, 
inclined towards perfecution ! What is to be inferred, but that 
we are to call no man majfler on earth; that we are not to judge 
and condemn each other. 

Another reflection which arifes on this occafion, is, the in- 
fluence which mere wordly policy has often had in promoting 
religious contentions: ftigmatizing, and giving opprobrious 
names to thofe of particular fentiments, though fuch perfons 
might be juftly numbered among the moft wife and virtuous of 
mankind. Happy are we, living, in this refpeét, in better and 
more enlightened times; whatever bigotry and narrownefs of 
{pirit may yet remain, they, at prefent, lie dormant; and what- 
ever engines for opprefling the confcience, or infringing the 
rights of private judgment, may {till exift, they are kept in care- 
ful concealment ; and there may they ever remain! or, rather, 
may they be utterly confumed, and perifh in eternal oblivion ! 

‘Thus have we given our Readers a brief view of a perform- 
ance, which furnifhes both entertainment and inftruétion. As 
to the immediate fubject, though we honour the gentlemen who 
have acted in the con{cientious manner here related, we do not 
propofe to make ourfelves parties in the enquiry. Let everyone, 
if he can, be thoroughly perfuaded in hisown mind. One thing 
we may obferve, viz. that the propofition, there is One God, and 
One only, is, with very few exceptions, if any, the common faith 
of Chriftians. Itis a firft principle of religion. So tar they are 
all Unitarians, As to the different modes and characters in which 
this One infinite Being has difcovered himfelf to mankind, there 
has always been fome difagreement, and uncertainty, under every 
difpenfation ; and fo, for aught we yet fee, it is likely to conti- 
nue. The matter of principal importance is, that, while men 
think differently on the fubje& (which they ever will do), they 
fhould endeavour to confine their diffent from each other with- 
in the boundaries of piety, peace, and love, H 
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Art. X. Letters to Dr. Horfley, in Anfwer to his Animadverfions on the 
H ftory of the Corruptions of Chrifiianity. With additional Evidence, 
that the primitive Chriftian Church was Unitarian. By Jofeph 
Prieftley, LL.D. F.R.S. 8vo. 23. 6d. Johnfon, 1783. 


ABITUR et labetur: or, as Dr. Prieftley expreffes it—* Nothing 
thall be wanting on my part to keep it up.” And if perfeverance 


Lain the prize, he may almoft confider his victory as certain. 


The Author, who is generally the hero of his Prefaces, informs us, 
that the ftages or revolutions of his faith have been various, though 
not rapid: at leaft, not fo rapid as might have been expected, con- 
fidering the diftance he now is from the point from which he fet out. 
In the earlier period of his life, he was a Calvinill, of be fraite? fed. 
At the age of twenty, he commenced an Arian; and continued in 
that perfuafion till he was about five or fix and thirty, when he again 
changed his opinion, and became a Socinian. Wherher he is arrived 
to what he calls the * maxi1mMuM in improvement,’ he doth not fay. 
We fufpe& there is fomething yet in referve ;—fome ¢/oterical doc- 
trine, which is foon to become exoterical; fome o/d thing, which is to 
become zew. ‘Inthe meantime the Monthly Reviewer may be in- 
dulging his conjectures, and preparing his exclamations; for which 
our readers, fays Dr. Prieftley, will likewife be pretty well prepared.’ 
We, indeed, believe, they are pretty well prepared for any * ‘ cbferva- 

jons’ the Doétor may make, not only on the fubjeét of ‘ the miraculous 
conception,’ but on any fubject whatever. If, notwithftanding, any of his 
readers fhould chance to be unprepared either for thofe o/d or tho/e new 
shings, which he is about to bring out of histreafure, he hath fu ordered 


matters as to be able to fay—'* I did not take you by furprife.” 
‘ As I find, fays he, no mention of two forts of Ebionites (one of them believing 
the miraculous concep'ion, and the other not) before the time of Ur.gen, itis probable 


that in the time of Juftin the Jewith Chriftians were almott wholly Ebionites of the 
oldeft 





* When Dr. P. publithes thefe Odfervations on the miraculous conception, we fhould 
be glad to fee an anfwer to the following queries: I. Was it falle or figurative, or was 
itarcal fact? If. Did the Evangelifts, did the Apoftles believe in its reality ; or was 
it the genere! or ftandiog opinion of Chrift’s immediate followers, or the firft eifciples 
of his miniftry? 4f!, if it was not, what reafon can be affigned for it? Was it not 
publithed as a doctrine for the univerfal bel:ef of Chriftians till after Chrift’s refurrec- 
tion? What made its publication neceffury then, which did not make it neceflary bee 
fore? IV. If it was at length made known, was it made known by proper authori- 
ty ? What are the decifive marks of proper authority ? By what line of diftin@tion can 
it be known where this authority beeins, and how far it extends ; what it ftamps as 
certain, and what it leaves to be admitted or rejeéted according to the fancies or opi- 
nions of individuals ? V. If, however, the doéirine of the miraculous conception was 
made known, and that tuo hy politive and {pecifie authority, did it meet with the genes 
ral affent of the church? If it did not, what reafon can be fuppofed to operate againft 
its reception ? And what inference can be drawn from this fuppefiticn of the cafe that 
can avail any argument but a deift'cal one? VI. If, however, it be acknowledged, 
that the doétrine was trute was authorized, and was generally admitted by the firft 
Chriftians, how came it to have grown into fo genera! a difrepute in the age of Juftin 
Martyr—the age immediately following ? How is fo fudden a ‘ movement’ to be ace 
ee in the ordinary courfe of human events? By what train of circumflances 
could it be fuppofed to haye happened that fo univerfal a change could have taken 


place, as muft have been the cafe, if Dr, Prieftley’s pofition be true, viz. that all the 
J wife Chriffians in the time of Fuftin, and almoff all the Gentile Chriftians, believed that 
7 us was only a man begorten boib of Foleph and Mary? : 
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elie denomination, believing Chrift to be man born of man, in the firifteft fenfe of 
the phrafe ; and therefore that, in this refpect aifo, there could have been no pretence 
for any infinuation that the Jewith Chriftians were divided on this point ; and ftill 
jefs, that thofe among them who believed Jefus to be a man born of man, were not a 


very great majori‘y of them. a 
« jt is plain from the exiftence of fuch Chriftians, both among Jews and Gentiles, 


in the time of Origen, and probably much later, which was long after the publication 
of the Gofpe!s of Matthew and Luke, even in their prefent form (admitting that there 
might be fome doubt relating to the introdu@ions to them, when they were firft pub- 


lifhed), that they confidered thefe Evangelifts fimply as Aifforians, and by no means as 
inipired writers ; fo that they thought themfelves at liberty to admit or difregard their 
teftimony to particular f.€ts, according to their opinion of their evidence being compe 
tent, or not competent, in thofe particular cafes. I have frequently avowed myfelf 
not to be a believer in the infpiration of the Evangelifts and Apoftles as writers, and 
have given my reafons pretty much at large for my opinion, I therefore, with thefe 
ancient Unitarians, hold this fubjeét of the miraculous conception to be one, with re- 
{neét to which any perfon is fully at liberty to think as the evidence fhall appear to 
him, without any impeachment of his raith or character as a Chriftian.’ 

We make no comments on this paflage. ‘ Comjedtures’ would be 
needlefs: and ‘ exclamations,’ unlefs they carry an idea of wonder, 
would be trifling and impertinent. We will therefore aflure Dr. P. 
that we are * preparing’ nothing of that fort; for ail admirari is be- 
come our motto, when fuch writers are the fubje&. 

But we pafs on from this mere zecs savle-bufinefs to the main fubje& 
of the Letters (though, according to cuftom, a good deal of the /ame 
bufinefs occurs alfo in them), and fhal! give a general view of the argu- 
ments employed by Dr. Prieftley in fupport of his hypothefis; and 
the methods he makes ufe of to defeat the objeétions of his learned 
antagonift. In doing this, we fhall, with a few exceptions, acquit 
Ourfelves according to the rules Dr. Prieftley is pleafed to lay down 
as proper for reviewing critics at leaft, to conduct themfelves by. 
Such critics, or criticifers, are not, it feems, to prefume at an/wering 
an author; though he allows they may fit on him as judges. We thall 
not difpute this matter with the Doftor; nor will we bind ourfelves 
to follow his directions ;—for if we are allowed the honour of judges, 
we fee no reafon why, in fumming up the evidence, we fhould be 
denied the privilege of ftrengthening our featence by argument and 
by proof.—But this is not the place nor the time to enter into fuch a 
difcuffion of privilege, as is neceflary to vindicate us from the cavils 
of a mortified and difappointed author. We decline anfwering Dr. 
Prieftley in ail his wrong pofitions, arguments, and conclufions, not 
fo much from a re{peét to his inftruétions on the nature and duties of 
our office, as from a perfuafion that Dr. Horfley needs no * a/ly ;’ and 
alfo by way of return to that gentleman’s complaifance to us on a fi- 
milar occafion, when he faid—** It were not difficult to thew the in- 
fufliciency of Dr. Prieftley’s Rep/y to the Monthly Review; but J for- 
bear to put my fickle into another s harveft.” 

In ‘ the introduGory Le‘ter,’ Dr. Prieitley pofitively, and, we doubt 
not, very jultly, denies the cnarge of plagiarifm from Zuicker and 
Epifcopius. The name of the ‘ormer he had not fo much as heard of 
before; and he thanks Dr. Horfley for informing him that the latter, 
* though an Arian himfelf, was convinced that the Chriftian church 
was Originally what is now called Socinian.’ Here is, however, more 
in the conclufion than the premifes will allow. Epifcopius did in- 
deed ackaowledge, and even attempted, by fomeot the fame argu- 
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ments that Dr. Prieflley hath fince ufed, to prove, that the Uni- 
tarians were not excluded from Chriftian communion. Bur could 
an Arian be fo inconfiitent with himfelf as to declare, that what we 
now call Socinianifm, conitituted the catholic doctrine of the church 
in the firft age?—The tw¢ of Jullin, Epifcopius would not grant to be 
the Ebionites, whom he confidercd as below notice: and whatever 
they were that held the opinion there fpoken of, he looked on them 
as conftituting avery fmail number (pawci admodum) of the general 
body of Chriftians. [Vid. Opera Epi/copii, vol. it. par. 2. p. 296.]} 

After having exeulpated himfelf from the charge of plagiariim (for 
Dr. Horfley did not happen to bit upon the right authors, though 
moft in that line have gone over one and the fame track), Dr. Prieit- 
ley attempts to vindicate his reafoning from the charge of falie logic, 
particularly that fpecies of it which cialefticians call, arguing in a 
circle, Ue took it for granted, it feems, that the Unitariani{m of the 
Scriptures had been fufficiently proved by himfelf and others. He, 
therefore, in his Hiftory, did not refume the argument on that ground, 
but ‘preceeded to prove the Unitarianifm of the primituve church 
from independent evidence, only obferving, that the Unitarian doc. 
trine having been taught by the Apoftles, is likewile a proof of the 
fame thing.’ 3 

Dr, Prieftley obferves that he might have urged another proof, and 
wron a new and yet unattempted ground, againft the divinity and 

re-exiftence of Chrilt, viz. from the do&rine of the materiality of 
man, which he prefumes hath been fufficiently proved by him in his 
Difguifitions on Matter and Spirit. ‘1 maintain, fays he, that there 
is no more reafon why a man fheuld be fuppofed to have zn immate- 
rial principle within him, than that a dog, a plant, or a magnet fhould 
have one.” This do¢trine our Author coafiders as direftly againft the 
whole fyflem of pre-exiftence; and being once ellablifhed,mult of ne- 
ceflity confirm the Socinian hypotheiis. 

Next follows the ferie: of Letters; and thefe enter more fully and 
critically into the controverfy. 

The firft Letter treats ‘ of the argument from the writings of the 
Apo'les and the Apoftolical Fathers.’ 

Dr. Prietiley obferves, that clue doth not neceffarily exprefs a diflin& 
or perfonal exiilence. It may refer to any thing, whether perfon or 
attribute, fubflance or quality, that is of the fame gender in the Greek 
Janguage; e¢. g. vlos exw o ye, Matth. vil. a2, This is the Law. 
Rev. xx. 14. and in feveral other places. 

‘The expreflion, ‘* coming 1a the ficfh,” doth not imply a pre-exiftent 
ftate. itis said of John, that he © came neither eating nor drinking,” 
by way of oppofition to Chrift, who ** came” alfo, but ucder a lefs 
rigid and auflere chara€ler.—Chril’s being ** feat mto thé world,” no 
more implies that he pre-exitted, than that the difciples pre-exified 
likewife; for the fame form of expreffion is made ufe of with refpe 
to their miflion, John, xvii. 18 —The phrafe, coming in the fief, re- 
fers to the doétrine o: the Gnofics, who fuppofed Chri? to be a fuper- 
atgelic fptit, which defcended fiom heaven, and entered into the 
body of "Fe/us. Dr. Prieftley fees no trace of any other herefy befides 
this in the E’pi'ile of John 5 and this herefy was as different as poflible 
from that of the Ebionites. 
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The paflage in Clemens Romanus cited by Dr. Horfley, Vik. 
¢ Our Lord Jefus Chrift came not in the pomp of pride and arro- 


gance, although he had it in bis power, means, in Dr. Priefiley’s opi- 
nion, na more than this, —‘ that being inveited with the power of 
working miracles, he never made any oftentatious difplay of it, or 
jadeed exerted it for his own benefit in any reipect.” ; 

The paflage urged by Dr. Horfley from Ignatius, is (as in a former 
cafe) commodiovfly difpenfed with, by denying its authenticity. 
* You mutt know, fays Dr. P. that the genuinenefs of thefe Eprftles 
is not only very much doubted, but generally given up by the learned: 
and it was not perfectly ingenuous 10 you to conceal that circom- 
{tance We believe that Dr. Horfley, fo far from ‘ ucwizg,’ 
did not even fufped this general giving up: and furthermore, we 
believe that Dr. Prieftley is the firit perfon that ever communicated 
this piece of information to the world.—An hillorian, as profoundly 
and as extenfively acquainted with the fentiments of the earned on 
theological topics, as, perhaps, the hiftorian of the corruptions of 
Chriftianity may be, afferts, that ‘ mo/f of the learned acknowledge 
thefe Epiities to be genuine.” [Mofhei.o’s Ecclef. Hit. Cent. I. P. ii. 


C. 20] 
The fecond letter confiders the diftin@ion between the Ebionites and 


the Nazarenes. 

In this Letter, the teftimony of Epiphanius, with refpeét to the 
coincidence of thofe feéts in matters of faith, is particularly exa- 
mined; and from it the Dr. infers, that though they differed in fome 
other particulars, it was not with refpect even to the miraculous 
conception, much lefs with refpect to the doctrine of the mere huma- 
nity of Chrift. Epiphanius fays, that ‘ Ebion borrowed his abomi- 
nable rites from the Samaritans, his opinion (yw) from the Naza- 
renes. Now, this cpenion Dr. Prieftley, we prefume, takes for 

ranted, could mean nothing but the fimple humanity of Chrift; or, 
at leaft, that the ywyuy here fpoken of, neceflarily included that doc- 
trine, But the conclufion is merely gratuitous; nay, it is not only 
deflitute of evidence, but in direct oppofition toit. Dr. Priettley will 
be afked why he had not tranflated the whole paflage? Why he had 
not taken notice that the ywux, whatever it might have been, was 
fomething held by the Ebionites and Nazorzans (as they are celled by 
Epiphanius), én common with the Offeans { Efenes|and the Nafarzans? 
And farther, he will be sfked, what right he hath to conclude that 
this opinion was any thing more than fome mere Jewi/> /uperflition ; or, 
that the feéts here mentioned were any other than mere /ewi/b /eRs ? 
At leaft it is impoffible to prove that this offuiom refers to any article 
of Chriftian faith, or hath any connection with Chrillianity at all. 

Dr. Prieftley attempts to prove, from fome allufive and incidental 
expreffions in Origen, that ‘ the Ebionites included all the Jewifh 
Chriftians in the time of that Father.’ From this he infers, that, in 
all probability, this was univerfally the cafe in the time of the 
Apoftles alfo. 

With refpe& to the fuffrage of Eufebius to the orthodoxy of the 
primitive church, and particularly of the bithops of Jerufalem, towards 
the clofe of the apottolic age;—a fuftrage io full and explicit, that 


jt hath been deemed a decifive argument againft Dr. Prieftley’s hy- 
| : pothefis, 
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pothefis [wrz. that this primitive Fewifh church, and its Lifbops, were 
pure Ebjonites]}; with refpectto this teitimony, we fay, the Doétor 
could only find one way of petting rid of it. ‘ It is not, fays he, to 
be regarded.” What a prodigious advantage this fhort and com. 
pendious method of decifion gives a man over his opponent! It 
faves all the needlefs expence of criticifm, It. ferves inftead of a 
thoofand arguments; and it hath the fingular felicity of being thel- 
tered from all reply! 

The third Letter undertakes to prove that the primitive Unitarians 


avere not confidered as Heretics. 
¢ That Tertullian did not confider Unitarians as excluded from the 


name and aflemblies of Chriftians, is evident from what he fays con- 
cerning the Apoftle’s creed; the feveral articles of which, as they 
ftood in his time, he recites: aflerting that it was the cnly proper 
ftandard of faith, and that the church admitted of a variety of opt- 


nions in other refpets.’ 
It is fomewhat remarkable that the creed which Dr. Prieftley refers 


to, fhould, after all, contain an article (the miraculous conception| 
which, according to his own conceflions, mutt condemn the original 
Ebionites as Heretics. How then can his own pofition ftand? If 
thefe Ebionites were excluded by this article, to what doth Dr. 
Prieftley’s argument tend ?—Thus his attempt becomes abortive; and 
his own authorities nullify in the end, the very fact he propofed to 
prove in the beginning. For if he doth not prove that thofe who 
denied the miraculous conception, as well as thofe who admitted it, 
were not deemed Heretics, he proves nothing. 

There is however a creed, cailed Reguia Fide?, produced by the 
very fame authority, Tertullian, that Dr. Priettley hath not thought 
proper to fay one word about. Indeed it did not at all fuit his pur- 
pore s and few are fo very courageous as to put fuch a weapon in the 

and of an adverfary as threatens to demolifh them —The creed we re- 
fer to may be found in the thirteenth chapter of Tertullian de profcrip- 
tione: and in it may be found the following article :—* We believe that 
Chrift was THE WorpD by whom God made the worlds ; and who at 
various times appeared to the patriarchs and prophets, &c. &c.’ 
But what is fti}l more remarkable, to this regula fidei the following 
Ceclaration is affixed :—‘ This is the rule ot faith which was ap- 
pointed by Chrift, and which admits of no difpute among us, BUT 
fuch as Herefies raife, and fuch as make men Heretics.’ 

And yet, according to Dr. Prieliley’s view of Tertullian’s fenti- 
ments, a man might not only doubt and difpute thefe dodtrines, but 
reje&t them likewife ;—abfolutely reject them, and yet not be deemed 
a Heretic. 

In this Letter the author takes his olc ftand, on Juftin’s ground 
(though elfewhere he feems to have abated a little of his contidence 
in its ttability), and would reprefent the excellent father as fo dif- 
troftful of his principles, as to be convinced that they needed an 
apology. ‘ It hath been fofficiently obferved, fays Dr. P. with 
what re/pe@ * Juftin Martyr treats the antient Unitarians, evidently 
foewing, that in his time his own doctrine ftood in need of an apo- 
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lopy.’ » » + « * There are two paflages in this writer, in which he 
{peaks of Heretics with great indignation ; but in both the paflages 
he hath evidently a view to the Gnotics only. He particularly men- 
tions ‘ the Marcionites, the Valentinians, the Rafilideans, and the Sa- 
jurnianians*,’ We fays, * they blafphemed the Maker of the world, 
and the God of Abraham, Ifaac, and Jacob:’ that * they denied the 
refurreftion, and maintained, that after death the foul went imme- 
diately co Heaven,’ Had he coniidered the Unitarians, with whom he 
appears to have been well acquainted, as Heretics, would he not have 
mentioned or alluded to their tenets in thofe paflages, in which he 
fpeaks, and pretty largely, of the Chriftian Heretics in general? It is 
impoflible, I fhould think, to read thofe paflages as they ftand in the 
original, introduced as a fulfilment of our Saviour’s prophecy, that 
there fhould be falfe Chrifts and falfe Prophets, who fhould deceive 
many: and not be fatistied that like the Apoftle John, Juttin Martyr 
had no idea of there being aay Heretics in the Chriltian charch in his 
time, befides the Gnoitics.’ 

As Juitin is much connedted with our controverfy with Dr. 
Prieftley, we hope Dr. Horfley will excufe us for anticipating a re- 
mark, which we are perfuaded he would of neceflity make on this 
paflage. The remark might be extended much farther, with a long 
retinue of * exclamations,’ but our limits oblige us to be as brief as 
poflible.—In general, then, we make no fcruple of afferting, in the 
moit direct and unqualified language (for Dr. Prieitley defires us to ufe 
no ceremony), thatin the above reprefentation of Juftin’s fentiments, 
we meet with the mo flagrant and unaccountable mutilation of a 
plain paffage, thar the didingenuity of acontrovertiit, who is determined 
to‘ keep it up,’ per fas et nefas, ever prefented us with. We beg 
the Reader to turn back to Dr. Prieftley’s quotation from Juftin, and 
compare his tranflation with the original. He (i. e. Juitin) fays, 
‘ They blafpheme the Maker of the world, and the God of Abra- 
ham, IJfaac, and Jacob.” Now, this is fo put, as to convey to the 
Englifh reader, or the unlearned (for whom Dr. Prieftley appears 
chiefly to write, but how came he to forget that he was writing 
to Dr. Horfley ?)—che tranflation is /o managed as to convey no idea 
of diftinétion in fuftin’s mind, between the Maker of she world and 
the God of Abraham, Ijaac, and Faccb. For the fake both of the 
Jearned and unlearned, we will tranfcribe the original pafiage, and 
annex to ita literal tranilation. Adarce yag xal adrov teowor GAaoPnuese 
Toy womny Tey oko KAI TON ow avila TpoPricuopsvoy erevretdas XPIZTON % 
tow Ocoy AGsaairy He Iloaax K, lauwll, ddagnsosy® i. e..7 Others, upor 
another plan, teach [their sollowers| to blaipheme the Maker of the 
aniverfe, AND HiM who was betore {fpoken of as coming from him, 
ever he who was the CARIST, andthe God of Abraham, Lfaac, and 
Jacob.” Now, to prove even beyond the poflibility of difpute or 
evafion, that by the God of dirabam, &c. juftin meant Chrift (to fay 
nothing of the independent evidence arifing from the pafiage), we 
refer the Reader to his celebrated Apology to the Emperor Antoninus 








* Kat addot addw ovat: (me Sand others under another name’ —) follows in the 
Original though unnoticed in Dr, P."s tranflation, At the fame time, we muft obferve, 
that Dr. P, has mifquoted the mame of the lat mentioned fe, by copying from the 
Lastia verfiun, inflead of the eriginal Greek, where it is Zalagn>s-oe, Saturniljani. 
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Pius (Thirlby’s edit. pag. 93, 94+); in which this expreffion is not 
only applied to Chrift allufively, but even vindicated as his own ap- 
propriate and diftinét character. After quoting the pafiage, Exod. iti, 
2, &c. at full, Juftin fays, ‘-TAe/e words were uttered purpofely 
with a defign to prove, that the Son of God, and his Meffenger, is 
Jefus Chriit; who was the pre-exiftent Logos; and who fometimes 
appeared in the form of fire, fometimes in the fimilitude of angels, 
&c. &c.” Immediately after he blames, in very fevere language, 
the ** fenfelefs Fees” (avos Vedas) for affirming that thefe words were 
Spoken by the Maker of the univerfe. Would he not have faid the fame 
of an Ebionite, who, like thefe infatuated Fews, muft, on the prin. 
ciples of his own creed, have denied the application of thefe words 
to Chrift? (See alfo the Dial. with Trypho. Pag. 390. 408, and 
elfewhere.) 

Dr. Prieftley fomewhere fpeaks of Dr. Horfley’s difingenuity in 
concealment; can he point out any thing like this ?— He fomewhere 
fays, that the Monthly Reviewer writes in a /pecious and impofing 
manner. We atk, inour turn, who tranilates fo? Can de calt the 
ttone who hath (co all appearance purpofely) left out a whole meme 
ber of a fentence ; and that too a moft effential one; and by artfully 
dropping the middle part of it, hath entirely mifapplied the con- 
clufion ?——-We are afraid that his very Vindicator cannot excufe 
him, even on the fcore of what he calls the Doctor’s * rapid glances.’ 
But rapid glances, though they fuit a poet’s eye iz a fine frenzy rolling, 
do not well agree with the fober and fleady obfervation of an 4i/- 
torian. 

Dr. Prieftley fays, that Irenzus treats the Ebionites with a {mall 
degree of feverity. To prove the lenity of that antient father to- 
wards the Doftor’s elder brethren, he quotes, but in an imperfect 
manner, two * paflages from his writings, We would advife him, 
however, to confult a third; and we fhould be glad to fee how he 
exercifes his ingenuity on that likewife. The pafiage we refer to 
say be found in Lib, ili, C. 19. alias 21. Qui nude tantum 
Heminem, &c. &c. 

The little that is faid by Irenzeus of this fect, is fufficient to fhew 
the abhorrence in which he held them and their principles, He ap- 
pears no more to regard them as members of the Catholic church 
than he did the Gnoftics; who, becaufe they happened to be of 
infinitely greater confequence, both with refpect to their number, 
learning, and abilitics, engaged him more particularly in contro- 
verting their epinions at large. This accounts for * not more than 
one four handredth part of the whole’ work of Irenexus (according 
to Dr. Prieftley’s calculation), having been appropriated to the con- 
futation of the errors of the low and contemptible feet of Ebion. 
What Dr, Prieftley adduces, therefore, as a proof of the learned 
Father's lenity, is only a proof of their infignificance. Fax bomi- 
num, as Epifcopius faid of them. 

Letter the fourth difcuffes at large ‘ the inference that may be drawn 
from the paffage of Athanafius concerning the opinion of tbe early Fewer 
Chrifiians, relating to Chrift.’ 5 
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Dr. Priefley fiill maintains that the expreffion o: réJe Tees [the 
Fews of that age} includes both the believing and the unbelieving 
eWSe 
We leave to Dr. Horfley to anfwer Dr. Prieftley on this head *. 
We will briefly remark, for ourfelves, as we took fuch particular 
notice of the paflage in queftion, that it reduces Dr. Priefiley to the 
neceflity of giving up the miraculous conception (to fay nothing of 
the introduétion to the Gofpel of John, evidently included in the 
difbclief of thefe Jews); for if it be admitted, the paffape, On 
the Doétor’s plan of interpretation, proves too much. To this 
remark we will add, that if Atkanafius did not confider the Jews, 
with whom the Apofties argued as xaconverted ews, as much as 
he confidered the Sabellians with whom Dionyfius difputed as detero- 
dox Chriftians, the paralle] would cn no account hold good, EZzysilo 
TIPQTON trois Iedascice §* They begin, in che firff place, to inttruct 
the Jews in what more immediately related to the humanity of our 
Saviour.” [ra aS suas T3 cuwlnoos. | Now this very expreflion 
clearly determines what fort of Jews are fpoken of: not Jews whe 
had been converted, but Jews whom the Apoftles were defirous of con- 
verting ; and therefore proceeded with them, like children who were 
to be taught *‘ the firft principles of the oracles of God,” the lower 
elements of Chriftian knowledge, before they could ‘‘ go on to per- 
fection*”’ 

We ftill maintain our ferieus charge; which yet grows more ferious 
by the fophiftical attempt of our Author to evade it: for though it 
may be poflible for any man to make a miflake (efpecially when he 
rapidly glances Over a paflage), yet, to perfevere in it after it hath 
been pointed our, feems referved to be the diftinguifhing charaCteriftic 
of Dr. Prieftley; and it is the higheft compliment fuch a Writer can 
pay his antagonift to tell him (as the Do@tor tells us), that he 
wants ‘commen language, and common principles.” ‘* We have therefore 
(to ufe his own words) nothing more to fay, and our judges muft de- 
cide between us.’ 

The sth Letter confifts of ‘ ax argument for the late origin of the 
dodtrine of the Divinity of Chrift, from the difficulty of tracing the time 
in which it was firft divulged, 

John the Baptift preached no fuch doétrine: and the firft Apoftles 
confidered Chrift as being fuch a Mefliah as the Jews expefted, viz. 
a Man, anda King. Peter did not preach it; nor Pavl; nor John: 
nor were any acculfations brought againft them for not maintaining 
fuch a dottrine. 

The refemblance between the Ebionites, as their principles are 
delineated by the early Fathers, and the Jewifh Chriftians at the 
time of Paul’s laft journey to Jerufalem [ Acts xxi. 20.] is very ftriking, 
‘ Thefe confiderations, fays our Author, certainly affect the credibi- 
lity of Chrift’s having any nature fuperior to that of a mere man,’.. . 
6 You certainly find the Apoftles, as well as the reft of the Jews, 
without any knowledge of the Divinity of Chrift, with whom they 
lived and converfed asa man; and if they ever became acquainted 
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with it, there muft have been a ¢ime when it was either difcovered by 
them, or made known to them: and the effeéts of the acquifition, of 
the communication of extrao:dinary knowledge, are in general pro. 
portionably con{picuovs, Had we no written billory of our Saviour’s 
life, or of the preaching of the Apoliles, or only fome very concife 
one; ftill fo very extraordinary an article as this would hardly have 
been unknown, or have pafled unrecorded; much lefs when the 
hiftory is fo fulland circumflantial as it is... . . It is therefore not 
only a curious but a ferious and important queftion, When was it in- 
troduced, and by what fieps? 1 have anfwered it on my hypothefis of 
its being an :mngvation and a corruption of the Chriitian doctrine: do 
you the fame on your idea of its being an effential part of it.’ 

The 6th Letter attempts to fix the zra of the perfonification of the 
Logos to the time of Juftin, In this letter Dr. Prieftley charges his 
learned antagonift with a mifconception, and even a total ignorance of 
his meaning. ‘ I have no where, fays our Author, faid or fuppofed 
that either the Platonifts or the Platonizing Chriftians, held that the 
Logos was created, or that it had even not exifted: but only that, 
whereas it was originally nothing more than a proserty of the Divine 
mind, it affumed a per/onal charader in time.’ 

The 7th: Letcer confifts of * Contiderations relating to the dofiring 
of the Trinity.” 1. According to Dr. Horfley’s dehnition of a con- 
tradition, the Athanafian doétrine is evidently liable to this charge. 
2. Dr. Horiley’s own fcheme is not only an abfurdity equal to any 
thing in the Jewith Cabala, but effeétually overturns the proper 
Equality, as well as that of the Unity, of the three Divine perfons in 
the Trinity. 3. Even Dr. Hortley mutt acknowledge, that the proper 
obje& of prayer is God the Father.— No inftance of prayer to Chrift 


in Scripture; nor in any of the writings of the antients before the 


4th century. 4. There is nothing in the dofrine of the Trinity, ix 
st/elf confidered, that can recommend it as a part of a fyitem of re« 
ligious truth. ‘There is no fact.in nature, nor any purpofe in mora/s, 
that requires it. 5. The celebrated text urged againit the Socinians 
in Coil. 1, 15, as ttrongly oppofes the Athanafian hypothefis, which 
makes Chriit not the image of God, but God himfelf; not a Creatures 
but the Creatcr of ali things. 6. If the do&irine of the Trinity be. 
true, how can we account for the filence of the Evanpelifts on this 


head? At lealt, why was it not more clearly and explicitly revealed’ 


by them and the other writers of the New Teflament? If it be a 
truth, it is a truth of the laft importance; and if fo, furely we might 
reafonably expect that the revelation of it would have been as clear 
as the revelation of other dodirines of great or effential confequence. 
7. How could the Apofiles continue to fpeak of Chrift as a Man, 
after they had difcovered that he was God, the Maker of all? 
8. The manner in which our Lord fpeaks of himfelf, and of the 
power by which he worked miracles, is inconfiftent, according to the 
common conftruction of language, with the idea of his being poflefled 
of any proper power of his own, more than other men had. g. No 
{upport for, and no illuftration of, the Athanafian doétrine in the 
Jewith writings; in thofe of Plato, nor in the. mythology of the 
Pagans: and every attempt to explain it, is av infalt on the ¢ommon 
fenfe of mankind. Dr. Horfley’s attempt to explain it, brings the 
darkeft 
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darkeft of the dark ages before Dr. Prieftley’s eye, and conjures up 
“the gholls of Peter Lombard, Thomas Aquinas, and Duns Scotus. 

Letter the 8th confiits of * Miticellaneous articles.’ 1. No autho- 
rity in Eufebius for Dr. Horfley’s fuppofition, chat Theodotus was 
the firit who taught the Trinitarian dodrine at Rome. 2. Though 
Origen ufes the word cvycpevocy yet he was far from reprefenting the 
antient Unitarians as only pretending to piety.— Dr. Prieitley acknow- 
ledges that he misetranilated a tentence in Theophilus, and Dr. 
Horfley hath given the tree fenfe of it. —Whenever the Anti- Nicene 
fathers ufed the term Ged abf Jutely, they always meant the Father only, 

Concluding Letter.—Dr. Horfley is charged with writing in a ftyle 
too farcallic and ironical for the fubjeét.—IJe was illiberal in him to 
{peak of diffenting places of wor'hir, under the degrading appella- 
tion of Conventicles.—At loft Dr. Prieftley bath read Bifhop Bull! 
and he withes Dr. Horfley would publifh his works in Englifh, £ No 
writings, however, are mor: eafy to be refuted than thofe of this 
Bithop.’ ‘This Dr. Priell'ey engages to undertake, when once he hath 
the pleafure of feeing them tranflated. 

The Poffript, 1. Of Herefy in early times, 2. On the conduct 
ofthe Apoilles. 3. Of the excommunication of Theodotus, by Victor. 
4 Of Juftin’s account of the knowledge of fome Chriftians of low rank. 
sg» Of the paflage in Juftin Martyr, concerning the Unitarians of his 
time. 6, Of the firft author of the doétrine of the permanent per- 
fonality of the Logos. 7. Maxims of hiftorical criticifm. 8. Sum- 
mary view of the evidence for the primitive Chriftians having held 
the doéirine of the fimple humanity of Chrift. 

This performance clofes with ‘ Remarks on the Monthly Review.’ 
The Remarks, however, are fuch as will give us very litiie trouble ; 
for fome of the principal arguments on which we infifted in our 
review of the Dottor’s Reply, remain unanfwered. His propofal of 
writing in the fame journal *, he had no reafon to fuppofe would be 
liftened to; and therefore we cannot help confidering it as a f{pecious 
method ‘ of getting rid of the bufinefs.? * I only with, fays he, 
a public and impariial hearing. In the name of truth, | only fay, 
Ax %# sw. Why, who denies you a public and impartial hearing ? 
Who takes from you your Own ground? Stand where you ufed to 
ftand. Have you no footing becaufe we refufe you that ground which 
is fcarcely large enough for curfelves? 

But why muft Dr, Prieliley, more tham another, be indulged with 
the liberty of fighting us on our own ‘ fage?’ If he be indulged, 
ewhom can we deny? 

Let Dr. Prieftley give a fair and ingenuous anfwer to our animad- 
verfions, and we affure him that we will fairly impart it to the 
Public: and what we cannot defend, we will generoufly give up, 
We gave the whole fubitance,—the very pith and marrow, of his 
Reply: and we will now prefent the Reader with all that he hath 
advanced in the Poltfcript to thefe Letters, that in any degree affedis 
the main argument in difpute. What would he have more? 

We will candidly confefs that we mifconceived Dr. Prieftley’s 
meaning with sefpect to the inference from Juftin Martyr. The 


a 





* See p. 157, 158, of Dr. P.’s Letters. 
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claufe in Dr. Prieftley’s hiftory was, however, fo eqatvccally worded, 


that without his paraphrale we fhould have continued to have mif 


undertood him.—“* dt leaf) with the belief of ihe miraculous cencepa 


tion,” means, we are informed,—thac the Unitartans of both forts, 
thofe who believed not in the miraculous conception, and thofe who 
did, taken together, or conlidered conjunéPy, were more numerous 
than thofe who, wich Juflin Martyr. heid the dofirine of Chiilt’s 
pre-exiftence. We declare that we had no conception tha: this was 
his meauing; we are now thoroughly convinced that it was; and we 
afk his pardon for the miftake we made, and the wrong turn we 
ave, though very undelignedly, to this ambiguous clavfe. 

Let D-. Priefiley conv‘ét us of any other error, into which we may 
have fallen, and he fhail find us equally frank and liberal in our ac- 
knowledgments. 

There is but one part of our criticifm on his Reply that the Doc- 
tor hath taken any pariicular notice of ;—reltrained for want of the 
78 sw,—thovugh as he ad got footing, he might have gone on; for 
he had betier not have moved at all, than have gone off fo fud- 


denly. 

To thew the Doctor all the juftice he himfelf could defire, and to 
give him as fair play as if he were admitted ‘ to /hoet his darts on 
the flage, we wil! traufcribe the whole of what may be properly 
called his Remarks on the Meathly Review. 

* I thall now confider another articie [N.B. the fir refpeéd the above claufe] on 
which the Reviewer lays great ftrefs, and which is the firft part of his anfwer to my 
Reply. It is what he calls his Prong reafon for fome material, but unknown difference 
between the Ebsoniies and the Nazarenes; and it feems that we both of us have the 
fame authority for our very different opinions on this fubject. ** It is fomewhat fine 
gular,” he fays, p. 216, “* that the paflage to which the Door has fent us, by a mar- 
ginal reference (for ke has not gucted one word from it), fhouliturn out to be the very 
pallage that we intended to procuce, it we fhould be called upon for that frong reafon 
by which we were inclined to think that the members of both fects differed confides 
rably in articles of fa th, notwithRanding there was fuch a point of agreement between 
them in the outward fervices of religion, as might in the end lead to a nearer inter- 
courfe,”” &c. 

“J tha'!l now produce the paffage, beginning a little earlier than the Reviewer has 
done, and then give my tranflition of it, which any perfon who underftands Latin 
may compare with his. * Si hoc verum efi; in Cherin'i & Hebionis har fim dtiabi- 
mur, qui credeaics 1p Chrifto, propter hoc folum a patribus anathematizii funt, quod 
legis cerimenias Chrifti Evangelio mifcuernnt, & fie nova confefli fant, ut vetera nen 
eMitterent, (utd dicam de Hebionitis, qui Chriftiancs effe fe fimulant ? Uique hodie 
per totas orientis fynagogas inter Judcos havefis eft, que dicitur Mineorum, & a Pha- 
rifgis nunc uiqve damnatur, quos vulgo Nazareos nuncupant, qui credunt in Chriflum, 
filium Dei, notum ce virgine Masia, et eum dicunt effe, qui fub Poniio Pilato pafius 
eit, & reiurrexi’, in quem & nos credimus: fed dum volunt & Judwi eff:, & Chrifti- 
ant, nec Judi funt nec Chriftiani.’” This I tranflate as follows: 

*¢ If this be true, we fa!l into the herely of Cherintus and Ebion, who, believing in 
Chrift, were anathematized by the Fathers on this account on’y, that they mxed the 
ceremonies of the Law with the Gofpel of Chritt, and held to the new [difpeniation ] 
in fuch a manner, as not to lofe the old. What fhall I fay concerning the Ebionites, 
who p:ctend that they are Chriflians ? It is to this very day, in all the fynagogues of 
the Eafl, aherefy among the Jews, called that of the Minei, now condemned by the 
Pharilees, and commonly called Nagarenes; who believe in Ch:il, the fon of God, born 
of the Virgia Mary, and fay that it was he who fuffered under Pontius Pilate, and rofe 
ezain; in whom alto we beleve, But while they with to be both Jews and Chriftians, 
they are neither Jews nor Chriftians.”’ 

* This, the Reviewer fays, after Bithop Bull, is the chard tefimony for a difference 
between the Ebionizes and Nexarenes, Téftimoninm apertifimam, It is indecd apertifimur, 
O teitiitony excidingy open tO resutalion. 
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€ Cin any inftance be brought of a writer clofing his account of a thing with fayingy 
What foail I fay concerning w*? After fuch an exprefii mn as this, we naturally exoect 
that he fhould proceed to fay fomething concerning tt, which this author moit evidently 
dacs; odferving, that the fame people who were called Edsonites (by the Gentiles) were 
called Minei and Nazarenes, by the Jews. Mad he meant to deferibe any other clafs of 
people, he would naturally have begun his next fentence with Ff et, or Efi alia berefis, 
and not fiply Lerefs ef. As to his (peaking of herefy in the tecond fentence, and not 
beretics, as in the firtt, it is a moft trifling inaccuracy in language, the eafieft of all 
others to fail into, and of no confequence to the meaning atall, Befises Jerom’s ac- 
coun: of thefe two denominations of men is exaétly the fame; the Evionites being be- 
lievers in Chri, but mixing the Law and the Gofpel; and the Nazarenes, wi/bing to be 
both ‘Fecws and Chriflians, which certainly comes to the very fame thing. 

‘ The Reviewer lays great ftrefs on our author's faying that the Eb:onites pretended 
to be Chriftians ; but, in the part which is omitted by him, Jerom calls them credences 
in Chrifto, be'ievers in Chri; and if they believed in Chrift at ail, they cou'd not bee 
lieve muca lefs than he himfetf reprefents the Nazarenes to have done. He may fay 
that they only pretended to be Chriflians, but were not, becaufe they had been excome 
municated. But what had they been excommunicated for? not for any proper imper- 
fection of their faith in Chrift, in which they were inferior to the Nazarenes, but on/y 
(folum) vecaufe they mixed the ceremonies of the Law with the Gofpel of Chrift ; 
which, in other words. he afferts of (he Nazarenes alio, whea he fiys, they wifbed to 
be both ews and Chr ftians, And though he does not fay that the Nazarenes were ex- 
communicated, he fays*ney were not Chriflians, which is an expreifion of the fame im- 

ort. 

, ‘ This paffage, the fong reafon, the teffimonium apertiffimum of my opponent, I 
might have urged as decifive in favour of the identity of the Ebionites and Nazarenes 3 
bit I only faid, * I alfo ebink it may be clearly inferred from it, that the Ebionites and 
Nagarenes were the fame people.” Reply, pe 4 As to the term AZinei, it only 
means Seéartes in the Hebrew language, 

* Had there been any foreign reajon why we fhould fuppofe that Jerom meant to 
ciftinguith between the Ebionites and the Nazarenes, we might have hefitated about 
the interpretation of his meaning, eafy as itis; but certainly there can be no caufe of 
hefitation, when it is confidered that in this he agrees not with Cpiphanius only, but 
with the whole ftrain of antiquity, as is allowed by Le Clerc, and ali the ableft critics 5 
and to interpret his meaning as Dr. Bull and the Reviewer do, is to fet him at variance 
with all other writers, 

* The Reviewer fays, in his note, p. 216, “© Why were the Cerinthians omitted ? 
Jerom places them with the Ebionites in the preceding fentence : and if the Nazarenes 
and the Ebionites were the fame people, it may with +qual clearne’s of evidence be ins 
ferred that they were the fame people with the Cerinthians likewile.”” 

* I anfwer, they weie the fame people, as far as Jerom then confide:ed them, bee 
caule they were equally zealous for the Law of Mofes, 

* I cannot help thinking taat by this time the Reviewer is not difpofed to lay quite 
fo much ftrefs on this Areng reafon as be did at firt; for before he has done wri:ing 
about ity he contents himfelf with calling it a conje‘izre only, But the conje@ture is es 
improbable, as the reafon was weak.” 

Yes, the Reviewer lays fuil as much ftrefs on it as he ever did: or 
rather he will fay, that he hath more confidence in it than he ever 
had; fo that conjedure hath rifen to conviction; and what he called a 

Sirong reajon, he now dares to cail by a itill ftronger term,—De- 


MONSTRATION. 

We never remember to have feen a plain paffage fo ftrangely per 
veried as this of Jerom’s in Dr. Prieitley’s tranflation, lt makes the 
learned Father fpeak nonfenfe: and totally mifreprefents and con- 
founds the whole tenor and defign of his argument. We are -almott 





* The Reviewer tranflares Quid dicam de Hebionitis, by But why foould I fpeak of the 
Esionites. ——For, &c, Let the reader judge between us; obferving, that there is no- 
thing in the original to correfpond either to his éut or his for, and the more utual 
meaning of guid is what, and not why. 
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afhamed to defcend to fuch puerilities in criticifm: but the occafion 
requires it. 

We again maintain, that guid dicam means, “* Why /peak [?”— 
or ‘* aby fhould I fpeak ?”’ ‘Lhe phrafe is fo common in this fenfe, 
that every boy that hath read Terence, or Tully’s Orations, would 
laugh ata man who fhould give it the fenfe Dr. Prieitley hath.——- 
But we need not go to any fchool-book for the paflage. Dr. Priettley 
may fird it in this very Epittle of Jerom. After quoting firlt the autho- 
sity of Origen, and next to him, that of otoer taterpreters, in fupport 
of an explanation he had given toa place in St. Paul’s Epiiile to the 
Galatians ; he then adds guid dicam de ‘Joanne qui dudum in ponti- 
ficali pradu, &c. &c. &c, ** Why fhould I fpeak of John, the Pa- 
triarch of Conflaniunople, &¢e. &c. of whom he fays not one word 

eyond the fentence, but paiics on to turn his authorities againt{t his 
adverfary, 

Dr. Priefley tranflates ‘* Here/is ef,” ‘It is an Herefy.’ Jt is? 
What is? Why, the Ebionites. That is, Ebionite is the nomina- 
tive cafe to 6? / But fupvofe a new fubject introduced and Herefts e/ 
is very properly conflrued There ts a Here/y. And shat a new fubjett 
was introduced, will appear from the following flate of the argument 
in queflion between Jerom and Auftin, which we fubmit to the 
judgment of the learned and impartial Reader, with lefs diltruft than 
we have yet fubmitted any thing to his obfervation through the 
whole of this controverfy.—It is as if Jerom had faid-—— 

‘* it, Auftin, it be trve, as you affert, that it is iawful for Jews, 
when converted to the Chriftian religion, to maintain a connection 
with the rituals of the Mofaic law, then it follows by neceflary con- 
fequence from your pofition, that the antient church fell into an 
error in excommunicating Cerinthus and Ebion, folely on account of 
their attachment to thofe abrogated and ufelefs ceremonies. But 
why fhould I fpeak of the Ebioni:es,—a people fo very corrupt 
in faith as they are univerfally allowed by the Chrifliaa church to 
have been from the very beginning ? For I forefee an objection to my 
producing fuch examples to enforce my argument againit your cen- 
ceflion. I forefee that you are prepared to fay,—‘* Aebion! and bis 
Sollowers! Why, they were not excommunicated on account of their 
adherence to the old Jaw, but on account of the Herefy of their prin- 
ciples refpeCting the nature and perfon of Jefus Chiilt; for though 
they acknowledged Chrift to be the Meffiah, yet, after all, by deny- 
ing his attributes as the Son of God, and begotten by the Holy Ghoft 
on the Virpin Mary, their profellion of Chrillianity was but a mere 
pretence,—a piece of hypocritical mulation ’’—I will grant all this 
for argument fake, and therefore wave any advantage from fuch ex- 
amples. I will not produce the Ebionites es vouchers: but lodge 
my appeal with an authority more pertinent and decifive; and in 
every view freed from the obje@ion which you would in all proba- 
bility urge againft the inftance I have before p:oduced.—I will ap- 
peal to the Nazarenes, whofe faith is not liable to thofe charges of 
heretical pravity which lie againft the Ebionites:—I fay, the Nazas 
renes, who, although they believe that Chrift was rue Son or Gop, 
and that he was Born or rue Virgin Mary; though, in fhort, 
they believe in the same CurisT shat we do, and as we do, yet, 
notwith- 
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notwithfanding this orthodoxy of faith, and agreement with us in 
all thofe points of doctrine that are deemed effential to the creed of 
the Catholic church,—yet, notwith{tanding all, they are and have 
been looked upon more in the light of Jews than Chriftians. And 
why? Not, as I have faid, on account of their fais, but their 
ragice; not becaufe they did not believe as Chriitians, but becaufe 
they acted like Jews. It is this latter circumftance, and this alone, 
that creates the diftinction; drop this, aud they are as we ourfelves 
be. Therefore, the obvious conclufion from this initance is, ‘* that 
ihe mof? orthodox faith will not entitle a man io the privileges of the Gof- 


pel, if be remains under the bindage of the Law.” 


This is, we think, the fcope and intent of Jerom’s argument. 
Taken in any other light, particularly Dr. Pricitley’s, there is no 
fenfe, no confifency, no argument in it. 

We have only one remark to 2dd to the foregoing reflections on 
this fubj:ct, and we think, if a fingle doubt re:mains it will effece 
tually remove it. ; 

That Auftin confidered the Nazarenes and Ebionites as different 
fe&ts in regard to matters of faith (however otherwife allied), not 
only appears from the different account he gives of each, in his little 
treatifeon Herefies, but from his * Letter in reply to Fercm. This 
may be demonftrated from the following expretlion: ‘* Hoc fi ita ef 
non jam in Harefim Hebionis, viu eorum guos vulys Nazxaraess nuncye 
pant, vil quamlibet veterem, fed nefcio in quam novam, dilabimur,” 

If Dr. irieftley had obferved this paflage, we think he would 
have been afraid to have rifqued foch a tranflation as he hath given 
of the paflage in Jerom ;———a paflage which he muft have perceived 
that Auftin underftood in avery different light from that in which 
he hath reprefented it. He mnft have perceived, that the Nazarenes 
are as plainly diftinguifhed by this learned Father from the Ebionites, 
as either of them are diltinguifhed from other Heretics, 

We now clofe (for the prefent at leaft) our controverfy with Dr. 
Prieftley. Wetake no pleafure in expofing the errors or miftakes 
of any Writer: efpecially a Writer of the Doétor’s eminence and 
merit; and to whom the Republic of Lerters is indebted for 
much entertainment and much initrudtion. We always have been 
ready, and are ftill ready, to bear the mott ample teftimony to 
every excellence both in his charat¢ter and his writings: nor thall 
the unhbandfome treatment we have met with from him, ever in- 
terfere with our fincere wifhes to ferve him, when he ferves the 
caufe of truth and peace. No predileétion fhall, we truft, fo far 
make us betray the duty we owe the Public, as to *“extenuate” 
the errors of a friend: nor, on the other hand, thal! we to dread 
or fo hate an enemy, as to “* put down aught in malice,”’ 





* The Letter begias, Fumpridem charitati tue prolixam, &c. &c. Jer, Ep, tom, iis 
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PoLITICAL. 


Art. 11. The Miniferiali#i. By Junius. 8vo. 18. Stock 
dale. 1733. 


Y affuming the name of Junius, the author unluckily reminds 
his readers of a moft eloquent and ingenious writer,—with whom 
they will not fail to place him in a comparative point of view; by 
which 47s Junius will gain but little. His pamphiet was publithed 
about ten weeks ago, inthe time of Mr, Fox’s adminiflration ;. and 
it contains a poignant fatire on that gentleman, on iVir Sheridan, 
on Mr. Burke, &c. The pamphlet is not ill written, and wou'd have 
gone off well enough if the author had called himfelf Fulsanx, or 

Judas, Or any thing bur Junius. 

Art. 12. Serious Reflections on a Diffolution of Parliament. By 

an Elector. Svo. as. Parker. i78:. 

The time has been, when a civil war was carried on between the 
King and the Commons; time has alfo been, when the King and the 
Houfe of Commons have been at war with the people at large; 
and the time is now arrived, when the fame Houfe appears to be 
equally at variance both with the Crown and with the People! The 
prefent Writer argues for a diffolution of Parliament, on principles 
which, while circamflances fo remain, it may require fome addrefs 
to rcfure. s 
Art. 13. A new Whig Catechi/m, to be learned by Heart before 

the 13th of the prefent January: when a Confirmation will be 

held in St. famess Place, by the Patriarch of Whiggifm; who 
will then examine fuch as may prefent them/felves to be initiated 

into the Myfteries of the Coalition. 8vo. Od. Debrett. 1-84, 

This Whig catechifm is a kind of parody on fome part of the 
church catechi{m, by a finful wag; for the direct parpofe of ex- 
poiing the late coalition minillry to ridicule and deteftation. The 
egents of party are of all fizes and degrees; and while the heads are 
managing the conteft within, every one mutt be doing fomething in 
his proper department without, if it be but chaiking uncouth figures 
upon brick walis. 

Art. 14. ILnfiructions to a State/man; humbly infcribed oN 
Right Honourable George Earl Temple. svo. 2s. Murray. 
This pamphlet is the production of a cuicked eit, who, ina flyle 

of eafy, and rather faucy familiarity, lavs down ironical rules for 

Lord Temple’s conduct. He calls himfelf his old acquaintance. 

To this point we can fay nothing; buat this we will /ay, that he 

1s frequently comical and entertaining. His reafons tor recom- 

mending ‘bribery and dark Janthorns are curious, a$ is the advice he 
gives his fuppofed pupil relative to drefs. The conclution is bold 
and animated. Inderdum tollit comedia vocem, The ironical fatirift 
difappears, and the bold animated declaimer aflumes the chair. 

The paflages which fpeak of Lord Chatham are written with force 
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and freedom. On the whole, the Author appears to be one of thofe 
few, who well know how to wield the pen: one of thofe, who can 
‘© Stab with the point, or tickle with the feather.” 
to ufe the words of Garrick in his Sick Monkey; a pocm which 
merited a better fate chan it received ; and for its wis and pleafantry 
deferves a revival. --- 
Art. 15. 4 Letter to a Member of Parliament, in Defence of 
the Lords and Karl Temple, and on a New India Bill, 4to. 
ys. 6d. Dixwell. 

Hon fius, the fignature to this Letter, may, for any objeStion in 
our power to fate, be very properly aflumed; and if any reader 
fhould obftinately pronounce that the Jetter has very little to do 
with the purpofes fpecitied in the title-page, or, indeed, with any 
other purpofe; we thall leave him to enjoy his opinion with equal 
tranguillity. Honeflus intimates to his honourable corretpondent, 
that if he thinks his talents and principles can be ufeful to an admi- 
niltration which he much admires, he is confident that he will do 
him the honour, and indeed the juftice, to procure him an oppor- 
tunity of exerting himfelf. To this hint we truft the honourable 
member will pay all due attention, for the /ake of the nation, who 
certainly with to bave the miniftry ftrengthened at the prefent crifis. 
His knowledge of Eattern politics will not be difpured, when he 
affiims, that for near fixteen years paft, he has publifhed more on 
the fubject of the Eaft India Company, than any other man in the 
kingdom! 

* What reams of paper, and what floods of ink! 
* And yet how few, how very few can think! 
We troft that Honelftus will not mifconceive us: we fpeak of bis 
readers, for we do not find his writings have as yet done fo much 
good as he, no doubt, wifhes —Unhappily for this country, every 
man isan advifer, and nobody tzkes advice. ‘ 
Art. 16. an Addrefs to the Majority of the Houfe of Commons. 
dsvo. is. Flexney. 1784, 

A fhort well- penned remonftrance, publifhed during the Chriftmas 
receis, on the determined oppofiion, manifefled by this Houfe of 
Commons to the new Miniftry. But the purpofes of your ¢orough- 
paced politicians are not to be fet aide by a few leaves af paper, 
merked with black characters, and ftitched tageiher with half a 
needleful of thread ! . 
Art.17. A Letter to the People of Scctland, on the prefent State 

of the Nation. By James Bofwell, Efqg. %vo. 1s. Dilly. 

1784. 

Mr. Bofwell, who mentions as a reproach to the people of Scot- 
Jand, tRat, during the feveral fatious troubles of this reign, they 
have remainec, with a cold indifference, fupporting, or acquielcing 
under, the meafures of every adminiftration, of whatever principles ; 
now Calls earneftly upon the feveral counties, boroughs, corpora 
tions, and public bodies of that kingdom, to addreis his Majefly 
with expreffions of their fincere fatistaction at the rejection ot the 
Faft India Bill, &c. &c. With this view, he adds his telimony to 
the bad tendency of this bold attempt to perpetuate a miniftry inde- 


pendent both of the Crown and people, by the arbitrary violation 
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of chartered rights and private property. Addreffes, as well as 
etitions, muft, it is true, originate fomewhere; but as the fpirit 
of fuch applications is generally caught by example; we think Mr. 
Bofwell would have confulted the credit of his countrymen with more 
delicacy, by privately agitating fuch a meafure in fome public body, 
to infpire others with the fentiments he wifhed to promote; than by 
fo public a ftimulus. For if the Scots are funk into the political 
apathy he kindly imputes to them, whatever addreffes may be thus 
excited, will exprefs rather the thoughts and feelings * of Mr. Bof- 
well, than of the people of Scotland. The thoughts here commu- 
nicated are thofe of Mr. Bofwell ; Mr. Bofwell fpurs up their feel- 
ings, and whatever may be done in confequence, he has taken 
fuficient care that Mr. Bofwell fhall be Alpha and Omega. N. 
Art. 18. Letters addreffed to the Volunteers of Ireland, on the 

Subject of a Parliamentary Reform. By John Jebb, M.D F.R.S., 

Svo. 6d. Richardfon, &c. 1784. 

The Letters, which are three in number, if we are not much mif- 
taken, have been prefented to the Public already, with fome others 
on the fame interefting and important fubjeét, by the Duke of Rich- 
mond, the Earl of Effingham, Dr. Price, &c. +. What meafures 
will be purfued in confequence of the counfels of thefe able politi- 
cians, it would be difficult to determine. We think, with Dr. Jebb, 
that fome reform is indifpenfably neceffary ; and that great {pirit and 
undaunted perfeverance will be requifite, to carry fo momentous a 
point into execution. From its nature, it will meet with flrong 
eppofition from the moft effelive part of the Englith poverament ; 
from the adminiftration of Ireland; from the ariftocracy of Ireland ; 
and from the hieratchy of both kingdoms. With fuch opponents, 
the tafk istruly difficult; but if thefe mighty adverfaries are defeated, 
glorious indeed will be the victory. 

We cannot conclude this fhort article, without laying before our 
readers the contents of a note, which Dr, Jebb has inferted, near 
the conclufion of the third letter. After mentioning the activity of 
Adminittration, and their fuccefs, as they will probably term it, in 
obftructing a parliamentary reform in Ireland, he obferves, that it is 
of little confequence to the Public, whether the meafures purfued 
Originated with the houfe of Cavendifh, or the Secretary for the home 
department [Mr. Fox], the defpotic principles of the one, fays she 
Dodior, and the ariitocratic prejudices of the other, lead them to 
act in union, and to aim at depreffing that fpiric of freedom which 
has lately fhone forth in Ireland. 

Our Author, however, predicts, that their efforts will prove in- 
effe&tual, and that the voice of the People, as a colleGtive body, will 
triumph over ali oppofition. The expiring liberty of the Englith, 
he fears, can only be preferved by a union of the People. He long 
hoped that the abilities of Mr. Fox would reftore the mutilated con- 
ftitution of this country: but was feverely difappointed, when he 
heard of his union with a party inimical to America,—to lreland.— 
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to the real interefts of Britain,—to the facred caufe of civil and 
religious liberty,—to the human fpecies. Such is the Doétor’s {trong 
language. His remonftrances were ineffectual. When he confidered 
his exertions in the caufe of freedom, he feemed to think the * dark 
tranfaction’ an illufion.—* Alas!’ he cries, ‘ it was my lot to lament 
over him,—while others furrounded him with congratulations ! 

He then expreffes his fears, that his former friend will never again 
return to the caufe of virtue and freedom. He fees him, with afto- 
nifhment, he fays, the aflociate and advocate of a defpotic fet of 
men: the advifer of impolitic, unjuft, and unprecedented meafures, 
which threaten the fecurities of property, and tend to render the 
Miniiter uncontroulable. 

Dr. Jebb then concludes this defence of his principles and of his 
conduét, with afking his late friend, whether, in his heart, he can 
prefer the fame of the arbitrary Richlieu, to the {plendid glory of 


the immortal Sully, the friend of Henry—the friend of mankind? B., 


Art. 19. 4 Letter to a Country Gentleman. 8vo. 13. 6d. 
Stockdale. 

This letter is written by a very accurate invefligator ‘cf the 
cohduct of the late coalition, during their adminiftration; and pare 
ticularly with refpect to their managing the plea of fecret injlucine, 
which they fuppote the caufe oftheir ejection, He thews, that to pre- 
vent any interruption to the good correfpondence between the Sovee- 
reign and the two Houfes of Parliament, the necefiity of aflerting the 
royal nepative has of late years been avoided, by ttopping bills in 
their paflage, by what is ufasliy called miniiterial influence *. He 
obferves, that we have feen this influence turned not only againfl the 
Crown, but agatnit the people, and been detected by a mere change 
ofterms, Former minilters have been upbraided with fecuring a cer- 
tain mejority in the Houfe of Commons, in order to carry through any 
bill, and fanétify any meafure. Mr. F. however, has foitened the 
term, and fweetened it to our palate, by avowing that a minitter muft 
pfs the confidence of that Heufe. ‘This declaration, which, if it con- 
tains any meaning, contains che fame that was aflixed tothe former 
accufation. Our Author then declares, that this influence, thus al- 
tered in its name, and inverted as to iis object, has been boldly exe 
erred to ufurp a minifterial independence both of the King and 
people: and that the Nobleman who interpofedat a critical juncture to 
refcue dcth, acted not only conftitutionally as an hereditary counfel- 
lor of the Crown, butdid the nation moft effential fervice. Finally, 
he fays, that if any undue tranfa@ion 4ad taken place, as the bill 
was northen in the Lower Houfe, that Houfe had no right to inter 
ferein the bufinefs, unlefs they had been calied upon, and their aid 
had been folicited to fupport the privileges of the other. Thofe who 
with to fee this argument urged with full advantage, muit have re- 
courfe to the pamphlet, which appears to merit attention, and to be 
far f{uperior to the common temporary {quibs of the day. N. 


@eeue 





* But it moft be obferved that this expedient is exerted at the ex- 
pence of the freedom of the Houfe where it operates ; the royal ne- 
gative {wallowing up the popular affirmative ! 
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East InDIES. 

Art. 20. 4 Narrative of the Tranfactions in Bengal, during the 
Adminiftration of Mir. Halings. By Major Joba Sco.t. 8vo, 28, 6d, 
Debrett. 1784. 

‘Lhis is a fecond edition of the narrative, publifhed about two years 
fince * by the able and vigilant agent of Governor Haflings; it 1s now 
continued down from the time when the former edition ended, to the 
Jaft adviecs from Madrafs and Bengal ; ; and concludes with avery fa- 
vourable reprefentation of the late and trade of our Indian territories, 
in oppofition to the language of the late reports of the Select Com- 
mittee. The major makes fome very fevere, and to all appeararce 
jult remark. on the conduét of the late miniitry with reference to the 
Eaft india Company, and the famous Regulation Bill. 

Art. 27. The Eff és to be expected from the Eaft India Bill, upon 
the Conftitution of Great wings $ if pafled intoa law. By Wil- 
jiam Pulteney, Efg. &vo. 6d. Stockdale. 1784. 

A very accurate analy fis of a natural and probable cffeéts and | 
tendency of the famous India. Regulation Bill ¢; which, though ap- 
proved of by the reprefentatives of people, was, perhaps MPR 
for the people, rejected by the Pre 
Art. 22. Thoughts cn Ea/i ae. Affairs, humbly fubmitted. oy 

this critical Conjuncture, to the Cuntideration of the Legiflarare, 

and ‘the Proprictors of Eaft-India Stock. By a quondam Servant 

of the Company, 8vo. is. Wallis, 417°4. 

Thefe thoughts are contained in the copy of a private letter tothe 
Prime Miniflerin 1773 ; recommending, fo far as may be judged, an | 





eafy and moderare regulation of the Company’s ealtern territories, 
without interfering with their commercial bufinefs. Subjoined are 
remarks on that letter, faggetted by fubfequent events, dated in 1783. N. 
Art. 23. 4 Commercial and Political Letter from Mr. Jofeph 

Price, tothe Right Honourable Charles James Fox, one of his 

Majefty’s Principal Secretaries cf State; on the fubject of his 

Atiatic Bills, now [lately] pending in Parliament. 8vo. 15. 6d. 

Stockdale. 1783. 

The commercial part of this letter refers to the claufe in one of the 
late rejected bills, forbidding all monopolies in Bengal, indifcrimi- 
nately. Thisclaufe would have materially injured the revenues of 
that country, derived from the two articles, falt and opium; and Mr, 
Price coincides with Major Scott in condemning this claufe as impo- 
litic. ‘Though monopoly be an odious term, it appears from both 
thefe gentlemen, that, when fome years fince, the importation of fo- 
reign falt into Bengal was allowed, the revenue, from that commo- 
dity, funk confiderably, and the foreign merchants drained away the 
fpecie of the country. He adds farther, tha: the natives now, under 
what is called the monopoly, ufe falt one fourth part cheaper than 
we do in England, and, as may be fuppofed, without givirg rife to 
any ‘complaint. With refpect to opium, an article of great confump- 
tion in the Eait, it is reprefented as more fubje& to adulteration than 
any other commodity, and lefs open to detection ; we alfo learn, that 





* See Rev. vo], LXVI. p. 304. 
' + Commonly known by the name of Mr. Fox’s Bill. 
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while the government of the country retained its vigour, the manu- 
faétare of it was always a monopoly. This reafon is affigned: Patna 
is the province which produces the moit efteemed Opium ; that from 
the poppy of other provinces being fo far inferior, that all good opium 
is werranted as Patna opium. With the government of the province, 
the opium trade feil into the hands of the Englifh; and every man 
who pleafed became a dealer io that article. In confequence of this 
want of check over the manafacturers, that they thould pack up no 
opium but what was of ftandard goodnefs ; the commodity was fo far 
debafed, that many perfons were ruined by buying fophiiicated opium, 
and the Bengal trade was almof totally lof, Mr. Haftings interpofed, 
when he came tothe government, and after trying various expedients 
to recover the primitive goodnefs of this drug, the management cf it 
was taken into the hands of the Company, as an article of revenue; 
by which flep no one was injured, Major ~core alfo affures us, that 
he knows of n> monopolies in Bengal, but thofe of falt and opium, 

The policical part of this letcer, is a home expoltulation with Mr. 
Fox, <nd his coadjutors, General Smith and Mr. Burke, on various 
parts of their fpeeches and conduct, relative to the Company, and the 
prefent Governor-general of Bengal. N 

POETICAL. : 
Art. 24. More Lyric. Odes, to the Royal Academicians, by 

Peter Pindar, a diitant Relation to the Poec of Vhebes, and Lau- 

reate tothe Academy. 4to. ts. Egerton, 1783. 

Peter Pindar has lof nothing of the pleafantry thar diftinguifhed 
his former publication of laughable lyrics *. Weare forry, however, 
to oblerve, in one or two Inftances, a fort of tartnefs bordering upon 
perfonality, that might have been omitted, without detracting from 
the entertainment that thefe odes have furnifhed tothe public, There 
is fo much true humour in them, that we thall make no apology for 
treating our readers with one of them entire. 


Sons of the Brufh, I’m here again ! 

At times a Pindar, and Fontaine, 
Cafting poetic pearl (l fear) to fwine ! 

For hang me, if my laft year’s Odes 

Paid rent for tlodgings near the gods, 
Or put one fprat into this mouth divine. 


For odes, my coufin had rump fteakes to eat! 
So fays Paufanias-—loads of dainty meat! 
And this the towns of Greece, to give, thought fits; 
‘The bett hiftorians one and all declare, 
With the moft folemn air, 
The poet might have guttled till he fplic. 


How different far, alas! my worthip’s fate! 
To foothe the horrors of an empty plate, 
The grave { poffeffors of the critic throne, 





See Review, O&. 1782, p. 308. 
+ The attic ftory, or, according tothe vulgar phrafe, Garret. 
} See the Reviews for lait year. 
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Gave me in truth, a pretty treat— 
Of flattery, mind me, not of meat, 
For they, poor fouls, like me, are fkin and bone, 


No, no! with all my lyric pow’rs, 
I’m not like Mrs. Cosway’s * Hours, 
Red ascock turkies, plump as barn-door chicken ; 
Merit and I are miferably off-— 
We both have got a molt confumptive cough ; 
Hunger hath long our harmlefs bones been picking. 


Merit and I, fo innocent, fo good, 

Are like the little children in the wood— 
And foon, like them, fhall lay us down and die! 
May fome good Chriftian bard in pity ftrong, 

Turn redbreaft kind, and with the fweeteft fong 
Bewail our haplefs fate with watry eye. 


Poor Chatterton was ftarv’d with al] his art! 
Some confolation this, to my lean heart— 
Like him, in holes too, fpider-like I mope: 
And there my rev’rence may remain alas ! 
The world will not difcover it, the afs! 
Until I ferape acquaintance with a rope, 


Then ep your Walpoles, Bryants mount like bees, 
Then each my pow’rs with adoration fees— 
Nothing their kind civilities can hinder— 
When, like an Otho, I am found ; 
Like Jacob’s fons, they'll look one t’other round, 
And ery “* Who would have thought this a young Pindar 2” 


Haniging’s a difmal road to fame— 
Piftols and poifon juft the fame— 
And what is worfe, one can’t come back again— 
Soon as the beauteous gem we find, 
We can’t difplay it to mankind, 
Tho’ won with fuch wry mouths, and wriggling pain. 


Ye Lords and Dukes fo clever, fay, 

(For you have much to give away, 
And much your gentle patronage | Jack) 

Speak, is it not a crying fin, 

That Folly’s guts areto his chin, 
Whilft mine are flunk a mile into my back? 


Oft as his facred Majefty I fee, 

Ah! George (I figh) Thou haft good things with thee, 
Would make me fportive as a youthful cat : 

It is not that my foul fo loyal 

Would with to wed the Princefs Royal, 
Or be Archbifliop—no!. I’m not for that. 


ati. 





teed 


* A fublime pifture this! the expreffion is truly [omerical.—The 
fair artift hath im the moft furprizing manner communicated to can- 
vafs the old Bard's idea of the Brandy.fac’d Hours.——See the Iliad. 
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Nor really have I got the grace, 

To with for Laureate Whitehead’s place ; 
Whofe odes Cibberian—fweet yet very manly, 
Are fet with equal ftrength by Mr. Stanley. 


Would not one fwear, that Heav’n /ow’d fools, 
There’s fuch a number of them made? 

Bum- proof to all the flogging of the fchools, 
No ray of knowledge could their tkulls pervade : 

Yet take a pecp into thofe fellows breeches, 

We ttare like congers, to‘obferve the riches, 


O Genius! what 2 wretch art thou, 
That canft not keep a mare nor cow, 
With all thy compliment of wits fo fritky ! 
Whilft Folly, as a mill-horfe blind, 
Befide his compter, gold caa find, 
And Sundays fport a /rumpet and a awhify. Cc oe ee 


Art. 25. The Tragic Mufe: a Poem, addrefled to Mrs, Side 


dons, 4to. 15s. Kearfley. 17°3. 

This poem ought to have made its appearance in our Review near 
twelve months ago; but, asthe fubject is fill new, it is not yet out 
of date. After contemplating Mrs. Siddons in che various characters 
of Califta, Belvidera, Shore, Euphrafia, and Ifabella, the poet invokes 
her as the tragic mute, by whoie infpiration he is tempted to undertake 
the writing a tragedy, The poem, though neither vigorous, por 
finifhed, contains {ome elegant lines. Qe 
Art, 26. Fofeph. A Poem. In Nine Books. Tranflated 

the French of M. Bitaubé, Member of the Royal Academy of 

Sciences and Belles Letters of Berlin. 2vols.1zmo. 5s. fewed. 

Longman. 1723. 

We have fomewhere read of a church, which was decorated with 
full length paintings of the twelve Apoftles in full-bottomed wigs, 
and trimmed fuits of clothes, ihe tafte of the painter, though more 
extravagant, was fimilar to that of our poet, who loads, with the 
gaudy decorations of a modern romance, the mott beautiful fpecimen of 
pathetic fimplicity which antiquity aflords, and employs Venus and 
Cupid to prefent the portrait of Jofeph to Potiphar’s wife. E, 
Art. 27. 4a Epilogue to the late Peace, addrefled to the Right 

Honourable the Karl N——. 8vo. 1s. Baldwin, 1783. 
_ This epilogue, which is by no means intended to fet off the drama 
to which it profefles to be an appendage, commences with fome 
ironical compliments to the Earl of N——, and an invective againtt 
Lord Shelburne; it then proceeds to the main bufinefs—the Diaboli- 
Jication of Wathington, compared to whom the contrivers of the maf- 
facre of Saint Bartholomew were angels of mercy! Rifing in his rage, 
the poet next affumes the prophetical character, and predicts the 
downfal of Antichrift, breathing out molt terrible denunciations of 
God’s judgments upon the perjured Gaul, Cortrek, 
Art. 28. 4 Monady upon the Death of Lord Afbburtcn. 4to. 1S. 

Becket. 1783. 
A mere effufion of gratitude: poetry has no concern with it. 


8 De Art. 
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Art. 29. The Love of our Country, 2 Poem, together with a 
poetical Paraphrafe on the Thirteenth Chapter of St. Panl’s Pirf 
Epiftle to the Corinthians. By the Rev. Henry Charles Chriftian 
Newman, A.B. of Trinity-Collepge, Cambridge, and Vicar of 
Stotfold, in the county of Bedford. gto. 2:8, 6d. Faulder, 
1783. 

The former of thefe poems is of that rhapfodica] defultory fort that 
is written without any determinare object, and, confequently leaves 
no diltin’? impreflicn upon the mind. The verfification, however, is 
tolerably polithed and harmonious. The latter poem, the paraphrafe, 
&¢e. contains fome good lines, but, upon the whole is much too dif- 
it fufe. There are many parts of itin which no one, who bad not 
} been reminded of 1: by the title page, would have recollected the 

original. We remarked fomething of the fame fort in a paraphrafe 
publithed fometime ago by the ingenious Mr. Antly *, The general 

4 itrictures that were pafled upon that performance are equally @ppli- 

4 cable to this. But the mol excep:ionable part of this publication is 

} adedication to the Datchefs of Devonthire; in which there’is fuch a 

| combination of adulation and prophanene(fs as we remember not to 

J 


~~ Ry 


have met with before, and f{uch, indeed, as we fhould kave thought 
fcarcely poflible to have proceeded from a Chriitian Civine. Surely 
the Rev. Henry Charles Chrittian Newman might have found fome 
Jeis tulfome and offentive mode of compl:menting the beauty and vir- 
tues of his patronefs, both of which are acknowledged to be great, 
than by making her ‘‘cnly inferior in thefe qualities to an inftarce 
where inferiority is no diminution or difparagement of them.” Can 
the reader fuppofe it pcflible that the initance here alluded °C. 6. 
Saviour ? 


: of a fever the oth "of the 7th month, 1771, the 2itt year of bis 
ape, 2dkdition, 8vo. 6d. Richardfon and Urquhars. 
Of thefe elegiac poems (for there are two) the fent:ments are un- 
: affected, the inoral pious, andthe poetry moderate, The reader will 
| | perceive, from the utle-page, that the author is one of the people 
' 
: 





called Qee skers. Be 
PHILOSOPHICAL. 

‘Ait. 31. The Air Balloon; cr a Treatife on the Aeroftatic 
G'obe lately invented by the celebrated M. Aonigcif:r of Paris. 

| Svo, 18. Kearfley. 173. 
| The title adds, ** she avhole rendered familiar to the plaine/? capa 
city.” And the ‘Author more than once profeiles thay this tract was 
} ‘* not intended for the learned.”’ This is the tree character of. the 
?) performance: and we are glad, for the Autho:’s fake, to fee it 

j arrived at a third edition. 

The fir part trests, in a popular and clear manrer, of the furdity, 
gravity, and ¢elafficity of air-—The fecond, in which we Sad fome 


VE miftakes, defcribes the method of conftruéting Air Balloons, and of 
i + fillitfg-them with inflammable air; and the third contains fome con- 
MM jectures on the probab'e ufes te which this difcovery may ultimately 
y lead for the benefit of mankind. In a Pofifcrist we gain fome 





® see Monthly Review, vol. LX. p. 459. 
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Art. 30. An Elegiac Peem to the Memery of a Friend, w Cc: i 
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jnformation of attempts that are now making for improving the art 

of fying, by adapting wings to the balloon, and likewile for fuaring 

without the aid of thofe inflated bodies. Pi, 
Law. 

Art. 32. A Reply to, and Objfervations on a late Publication, ine 
tiuled, An Addrefs to the Public, by Carittopher Atkin:on, E{g. 
sy Wilitam Bennett. 8vo, 6d. Debdrett. 1783. 

Mr. Beanetr, the original mover of Mr. Atkinfon’s profecution, 
fill purdues the unhappy cuiprit; and, in this tract, examines the 
fasis and circumftances appealed to by Mr. A. in his addres, in order 
to expoie the failacy of that gentieman’s defence. M-. Bennett cer- 
tainly underfiands the matters of bufinefs whch tell under his difcul- 
fion; buc he writes foindifrerently, that it will nor, in every tnilance, 
be an eafy mater for the reader to comprehend his reafoning tothe 
fullextent of his meaning. Forour account of Mr. Atkinfon’s adure/s, 
fee Review for laf month. 

EDUCATION. 

Art. 33. An Account of the Semina'y that will be opened on Man- 
day the Fourth of Augu/?, at Epfom in Surrey, for the Initruction of 
Twelve Pupils in the Greek, Latin, French, and Eogl.th Laa- 
guages. 8vo. Is. Od. Cadell. 1783. 

The plan of education propofed to be adopted by the author of this 
pamphlet is confefledly borrowed from Routieau, Ictis not, however, 
his defign to attempt the carrying into execution the whole of the 
fytem laid down by that fingularly ingenious, though vifionary and 
paradoxical writer: He being perfuaded ‘‘ that it can only be by 
liriking off fomething of inflexibility from Rouffeau’s ty!tem, and 
fomething of pedantry from the common one, that we can expect to 
furnifh a medium, equally congenial to the elegance of civilization, 
and the manlinefs of virtue.” To fpeak decilively on any mode of 
education that has not been tried in variety of initances, and in which 
fo much will depend boch onthe addrefs of the initructor and the dif- 
pofition and capacity of the perfon infllru&ed, would not only be pre- 
Cipitate but arrogant. For this reafon, therefore, we fha!l, in the 
prefent cafe, avoid giving an Opinion on an experiment that is yet 
under trial; efpecially asour fentiments might poflibly incerlere with 
the writer’s profeflional views, with which, as criiics, we have cer- 
tainly no concern, With regard to the pamphlet itfelf, it bears few 
marks of claflical fimplicity of compofition, there being diffuled 
through the whole of it a laboured attempt at often:atious elegance, 
that is by no means attractive. €-€ = 
Art. 34. Rational Sports, in Dialogues pafling among the 

Children of a Family, defigned as a Hint to Mothers how they 

mzy inform the Minds of their little People refpecting the Odjects 

with which they are furrounded. 1t2mo. 1s. Marthall. 

Art. 35. Fuvenile Correfpondence; or Letters, fuited to Chil- 
dren, from Four to above Ten Years of Age. In Three Se:s, 
rzmo. is. 6d. Marfhall. 1783. 
Thefe little volumes are apparently both by the fame hand, and 

publithed with the fame laudable view—that of blending ufeful know- 

ledge with neceflary inftrutiion. The notion that feemed formerly 
to have prevailed, that the minds of children could only be amuled 
4 with 
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with the idle tales of giants, fairies, &c. is happily exploded. It is 
the peculiar praife of the prefent generation to have fud{lituted rational 
information in the place ofall that nonfenfical trifling. The publica- 
tions before us are well adapted to the ends for which they are de- 
figned, and will be read with pleafure as well as profit by thofe for 
whoie benefit they have been compofed. E 
Tepdicat. . 
Art. 36. Odfervations on the Method of curing the Hydrocele by 

Means of a Seton. By J. Howard, Surgeon. 8vo, 1s, 6d, 

Baldwin. 1783. 

The general tenor of Mr, Howard’s obfervations is to thew, that 
avery moderate degrce cf inflammation is neceflary to produce the 
radical cure of the Hydrocele by the ule of the feton, On this ac- 
count, he is inclined to prefer it to the cauitic; as this latter 1s 
confefledly expected to caufe a floughing of the whole ‘unica vapi- 
nalis; which mu be preceded by fuch a degree of inflammation of 
a membraneous part, asin fome conftitutions would (he feems to 
think) prove highly dangerous. Much of the pamphlet ts employed 
in defcribing the peculiarly alarming appearances and confequences 
attending inflammations in vitiated habits. With refpect to the 
comparifon of the two methods above mentioned of curing the Hy- 
drocele, Mr. Howard fpeaks chicfly from theoretical reafoning; 
having, as he acknowledges, feen but few cafes healed by the caullic 
in Mr. Elie’s manner. He fuggefts fome improvements in the ufe 


of the feton, which may deferve attention. A 
@ 


S ER M O N. 
Art. 37. 4 Difcourfe againft the fatal Praétice of Duelling ; 


occafioned by a late melancholy Event, and preached at ot. 

Mary’s, Manchefter, March 23d, 1783. By the Rev. John 

Bennet. 4to. 1s. Manchefter printed. 

This fermon appears to have had its rife from real principles of 
homanity, piety, and confcience. An affecting and ditrefling 
incident, in the neighbourhocd of the Author, naturally induced 
him, as a man, and asa Chriflian minifter, to feize the opportunity 
of difluading all within his influence from a practice fo impious and 
inhuman in itfelf, and produdtive of fuch great evils, as that which 
is mentioned in the title. In a fenfible and pathetic manner he 
argues againft a crime which appears co increafe among us, under 
the name of Aoxour: though nothing can be more oppofite to all 
real honour and dignity of fentiment. The preacher illuftrates and 
ffrengthens his remarks by quotations from writers, ancient and 
modern, and among the relt, introduces the anecdote of Auguitus 
Czefar, who, having been challenged by Mark Anthony to engage 
him in fingle combat, is faid to hawe anfwered the meifage in the 
following words: ‘‘ Jf Anthony be weary of his life, tell him, there 
are many other ways of death befide the point of my {word.”’ 

N. B. This Aushor’s treatife entitled ‘* Divine Revelation impartial 


and univerfal, &c.’’ in our next. ti 





*,* Our Correfponden’s are défired to turn to the concluding pages of 
the APPENDIX, (publificd with the prefent Revitw), for toe anjwers 
to fuch of them as we Lave bad time to confaer, 


A ote byl yo. ff rh Moth (i 











